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of vessels in the Navy. That is what he says, 
and that is the reason he gives. It is not because 
of the condition of the hulks now. 

The gentleman from Virginia is mistaken, | 
think, in this. Even the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from New York would not, under any 
circumstances, apply to the Constitution, or the 
Franklin, for the reason—and I rely upon the 
statement of Commodore Shubrick—that they 
may, by repair, be made valuable vessels. 

Mr. STEPHENS. I move that the committee 
do now rise. 

The question was taken, and the motion was 
agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose, and the Speaker 
having resumed the chair, the chairman of the 
committee (Mr. Kine, of New York) reported 
that the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union had, according to order, had the 
state of the Union generally under consideration, 
and particularly House bill No. 342, making ap- 
propriations for the naval service for the year end- 
ing the 30th of June, 1854, and had come to no 
resolution thereon. 

PERSONAL—SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 

Mr. LETCHER. I rise to a privileged ques- 
tion. It will be recollected that on yesterday an 
allusion was made to the Secretary of the Interior— 
who is a friend and constituent of mine—in regard 
to what was then represented to be a particular 
abuse in the instance then specified by my friend 
from Tennessee, [Mr. Genrry.] 1 have received 
from the Secretary of the Interior this morning a 
detailed statement of the facts of-—— 

Mr. CLINGMAN. [I rise to a question of or- 
der. I am perfectly willing that by general con- 
sent, the gentleman should make his statement, 
but I object to it as a question of privilege. By 
general consent, I hope the gentleman will be per- 
mitted to make the statement. 

Mr. GAYLORD. I object: 

Mr. LETCHER. It strikes me that it should 
be a question of privilege, that where an official is 
arraigned on this floor, he should have the privi- 
lege to be heard upon the same theater on which 
he was arraigned. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. He has no more right to 
be heard than any other person in the nation. | 
do not object to it. 

Mr. LETCHER. If there is any objection, I 
move to suspend the rules to enable me to make 
the statement, and to present these papers. 

Mr. ORR. Can the rules be suspended for any 
such purpose? . 

TheSPEAKER. There is no doubt about that. 

Mr. HART. I would ask the gentleman from 
Virginia, (Mr. Letcuer,) if the Secretary cannot 
accomplish his purpose by having the papers 
printed, and sent to each member of Congress ? 

Mr. LETCHER. If the gentleman will be 
patient, [ will tell him what I want. 

The question was then taken on the motion of 
Mr. Lercuer to suspend the rules, and there 
were, on a division—eayes 86, noes 28; no quorum 
voting. 

Mr. STUART. 
tion. 

Mr. GAYLORD. 
now adjourn. 

The question was taken, and there were, on a 
division—ayes 43, noes 85. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. The question recurs upon 
the motion to suspend the rules. 

Mr. STUART. Upon that question, I demand 
tellers. I hope the House will not suspend them. 

Mr. LETCHER. | ask justice for a man who 
has been assailed. That is what I want, and [ 
hope the House will suspend the rules. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Vir- 
ginia will be kind enough to send the papers to 
the Clerk’s table. 

Mr. LETCHER. Unless the House desires to 
have the papers read, I do not care about doing 
that. All I want is, to have the papers go upon 
the same record which contains these charges 
against the Secretary of the Interior. 


I ask for tellers on the mo- 


I move that the House do 


The SPEAKER. The Chair only intended to 
get before the Mouse the distinct motion, so that 
the Journal could be made up correctly. 

Mr. LETCHER. My tion was to sus- 
pend the rules, so as to enable me to present these 
papers to the House, which | have been requested 
to do by a constituent of mine, who was arraigned 
here on yesterday, upon a charge then stated upon 
this floor. Il ask no more for him than ought to 
be accorded to any man in this House, when he 
is arrainged here for misconduct, and when those 
charges go upon the record. I ask that he sha 
be permitted to respond to them. 


pos! 


Mr. ORR. | suppose that by unanimous con- 
sent the papers can appear in the Globe, and in 
the morning every member can read them 

Mr. LETCHER. There nothing i e 


papers disrespectful to the House 

Mr. ORR. I did not suppose there was 

|Cries of ** Read!’ ** Read !’’] 

Mr. CABLE, of Ohio. I object to the reading 

The SPEAKER. There is a motion pending 
to suspend the rules. 

Mr. LETCHER. If it is understood that these 
papers go into the Congressional Globe as a part 
of the proceedings of the House, I will withdraw 
my motion to suspend the rules. 

Mr. ORR. That will be satisfactory. 

Mr. LETCHER. The papers contain nothing 
personal, but only a mere statement of facts. 1 
withdraw my motion with that unlerstanding. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. 1 cannot consent to that 
until I hear the papers read. I understood the 
Chair to announce that, by general consent, the 
papers would be published. I have not given 
any such consent 

“he SPEAKER. The Chair has 
such order. He has no control whatever over the 
Globe in regard to it. 

Mr. BRAGG. I! the unanimous consent 
of the House to take up Senate bill No. 586, to 
extend preémption rights to unsurveyed sections 
granted to railroads. 

Mr. GOODENOW. 1 object. 

Mr. BRAGG. Then I 
rules for that purpose. 

Mr. STANLY. [rise to a question of order. 
We had a proposition to have certain papers read 
with a view of having them printed. That ques- 
tion is not yet disposed of. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Vir- 
ginia [Mr. Lercuer) withdrew his motion to 
suspend the rules, 

Mr. STANLY. But the question still is, ‘*Shall 
they be printed “a 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. Wittiams] says he objects to any 
motion. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I object to their being 
printed unless we know what they are. 

Mr. LETCHER. I think I can obviate any 
difficulty by moving to suspend the rules for the 
purpose of having the papers read. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ala- 
bama [Mr. Brace] has been recognized by the 
Chair. That subject has passed from before the 
House by the withdrawal of the motion to sus- 
pend the rules for the purpose of introducing 
papers. 

Mr. BRAGG. ILask unanimous c 
up Senate bill No. 536. 

Mr. EVANS. I rise to a question of order. | 
want to understand the facts clearly before I go 
further. I understood thegentleman from Virginia 
[Mr. Lercuer] to withdraw his motion to suspend 
the rules, on condition that the papers should be 
printed in the Congressional Globe. 

Mr. LETCHER. That was so. 

Mr. EVANS. But the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee objected to their being printed in the Globe, 
and you neither retain one subject or the other. 
My point of order is, that the subject is still before 
the House, and | move that the papers be read. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decides that the 

|, subject passed from before the body upon the 
i withdrawal, by the gentleman from Virginia, of 
his motion to suspend the rules. It is not for the 


issued no 


ask 


move to suspend the 


the 


ynsent to take 


Speaker to issue an order as to what shall become 
of them. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr 
Brace] is upon the floor, and has a right to be 
heard. : 

Mr. WILLIAMS 
| withdraw my opposition to 
in the Globe. — 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. I object, and I rise 
toa question of privilege. I say that when a mem- 
ber of this House makes a charge against a public 
officer liable to impeachment, which charge ren- 
ders an impeachment proper and necessary, and 
that officer has sent into this House a statement 
in respect to that matter, which statement, if I 
may speak technically, is a plea to the charge, tt 
is emphatically a f privilege—not e 


question of 
privileged question— a ilewe, and 
should be 


’ 


At the suevestion of friends, 
printing the papers 


question of priv 
it is due to the party accused that he 
heard. : 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair overrules the point 
of order made by the gentleman from Virginia. 

Mr. BAYLY. Very well; then I appeal from 
the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. ORR. I move to lay the appeal upon the 
table. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I think the gentleman from 
Virginia will withdraw his appeal when he re- 
members that when an attackeis made upon a 
member of this House, it is fot a privileged ques- 
tion for him to defend himself, and he can only do 
it by the general consent of the House There is 
no rule or order which makes it a privileged ques- 
tion. I desire to have the papers come in, but it is 
not necessary that we should sit here and hear 
them read. Gentlemen want to go on with other 
matters. 

The SPEAKER. In regard to printing the pa- 
pers in the Globe, will gentlemen inquire what 
power they have to print the papers in that form? 
if unanimous consent was given, could you co 
erce the order upon the Globe 

Mr. STANLY. Yes, sir 

TheSPEAKER. How 

Mr. STANLY. By dismissing the whole con- 
cern if they did not do it. 

Mr. BAYLY. a wieh tne indulges 
House for a moment 

Mr. HART. I dislike to disoblige 
but I must object. 

Mr. BAYLY. Asthe Chair indulged the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina, [Mr. Cumweman,} } 
have the right to say a word. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair the 
gentleman from Virginia will be heard for a mo 
ment in defense of his position, at least until he 
can state what his position is. 

Mr. BAYLY. The gentleman from North Car- 
olina says, that if a member of this House is 
assailed, it does not follow that he has a right to 
reply. That does not meet the se atall. Here 
is an officer of the Government liable to impeach- 
ment. Heis a man who was pronounced on yes- 
terday to be worthy of impeachment. The two 
‘ases do not stand on the same footing. 

Mr. HART. I call the gentleman to order. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman rises in his 
place, and present sarticles of impeachment against 
a public officer, the Chair’s decision might be a 
different one. Does the gentleman state that such 
is his object ? 

Mr. BAYLY. 
beg leave to say. that inquiry is necessary 
impeachment. Understanding is necessary before 
action. That is what | undertake to say. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will not detain 
the body by giving reasons for his decision. He 
will decide merely that itis not a question of priv- 
ilege. 

Mr. PHELPS. 
on the table. 

Mr. STANLY. 
ing on the table the appeal from a decision « 
Chair on a point of order raised with reference to 
certain papers brought before the House ! de- 

\, mand that those papers shall be read. We cannt 
vote unless we know what they are 

[Cries of ‘‘ Read them '’’) 


“nce of the 


my friend, 


nopes tnat 


That is not my object; but | 
before 


{ move that the appeal be laid 
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Mr. GAYLORD. I object. ; 

The SPEAKER. The papers are not before 
the body. 
Letcuer|] rose in his place, and stated that charges 
bad been made against a certain officer of the 
Government; and claimed, because those charges 
were made, that it becomes a privileged question 
on this floor. 
privileged question. 

Mr. STANLY. He claims the reading of 
those papers brought before the House as a ques- 
tion of privilege previous to voting. 

The SPEAKER. Those papers are not before 
the House, and the Chair must overrule the point 
raised by the gentleman from North Carolina. 

Mr. STANLY. 
before the House. 

Mr. LETCHER. If the Chair will reflect a 
moment, he will recollect that I stated | would not 
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| rights to unsurveyed lands, and for other pur- 


| 
j 
| 
i 
| 


| 


The Chair decides that it is not a | 


| 


{ claim that the papers are | 


The gentleman from Virginia (Mr. || 


poses.”’ 

Mr. STANLY. I rise to a question of privi- 
lege. I say that the papers proposed to be intro- 
duced by the gentleman from Virginia, and which 
I now present pro forma, relate to a privileged 


| question, and I demand that they shall be read. 


n from North 
taining, as he 


The SPEAKER. The gentle 
Carolina presents certain papers c 


| says, a question of privilege, and they must be 


read. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Those papers, as 


| | understand, are in answer to a charge which my 


withdraw the motion to suspend the rules unless | 
the understanding was those papers that should be | 


published in the Globe. 

Mr. CABLE, of Ohio. 
do now adjourn. 

The question was taken, and the House re- 
fused to adjourn. 

Mr. STANLY. We have the right, Mr. 
Speaker, to have these papers read. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North 
Carolina insists, before voting on a question of 
order, that he has the right of having read certain 
papers not now before the House, which the gen- 
tleman from Virginia proposed to introduce to 
the body some time since. 


I move that the House | 


The Chair decides, | 


these papers not being before the body, that it is | 


not the right of the Fentleman from North Caro- 
lina to demand their reading before he votes on 
the appeal taken by the gentleman from Virginia. 

Mr. STANLY. Thegentleman from Virginia 


sent the papers up to the Clerk’s desk at the sug- | 


gestion of the Chair, and I think that they are 
before the House. 

The SPEAKER. By no rule that the Chair is 
aware of can the House order the Globe to print 
these papers. ‘Thegentlemanfrom Virginia asked 


the unanimous consent of the House to introduce | 


them. 


was taken on the motion, he stated that he would 
withdraw it, provided it was the general under- 
standing these papers should appear in the Globe. 
That understanding must be with the Globe, as 
well as gentlemen, and is a matter that is not 
within, but out of this body. 

Mr. LETCHER,. The Speaker will recollect 
that the papers were called for, and were in the 
possession of the Clerk at the time I made the 
request that they should be read. 

The SPEAKER. Asa matter of custom, the 


It was not given, and he then moved the | 


Chair has no doubt of the fact that they will ap- | 


ear in the Globe; but the papers not being here, 
o decides that the gentleman from North Caro- 
lina cannot, of right, have them read before voting 
on the appeal. 

Mr. STANLY. 
controversy with the Speaker; but the gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. Bayty] claims that it is a 
question of privilege to have those papers before 
us. Now, I would ask, can we determine whether 
it is or is not a question of privilege unless they 
are read ? 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Vir- || 


ginia [Mr. Bayty] did not offer to introduce those 
apers, 
Mr. STANLY. His colleague did. 
The SPEAKER. Hiscolleague did, and with- 
drew them. 


Mr. LETCHER. 


I did not withdraw them. 


The SPEAKER. They were withdrawn when | 
the gentleman withdrew his motion for the sus- | 


pension of the rules. The Chair would ask 
whether it would be competent for the House to 
order that certain papers should go into the Globe, 
or any other paper of this city? 
may be made, for that is a legitimate question. 
Mr. HART. I rise to a question of order. 


them before entertaining another. 

Mr. BAYLY. I withdraw my appeal from the 
decision of the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The gentlemanfrom Alaba- 
ma asks the unanimous consent of the House for 
leave to take up ** An act to extend preémption 


I do not argue in any spirit of 


A motion to print | 


| 


colleague [Mr. Gentry] is said to have made 
against a certain officer of the Government. He 
is now absent, and I think that it would be but 
courtesy to him to have the reading postponed 
until he is present. 

A Memper. The Secretary of the Interior was 
not present on yesterday when he assailed him. 

Mr. JONES. I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

Mr. BAYLY. I demand tellers 

Tellers were not ordered. 

“The question was taken, and the motion was 
agreed to; there being, on a division—ayes 70, 


| noes 56. 


e ° | 
And the House thereupon adjourned till to-mor- 


row at eleven o’clock, a. m. 


IN SENATE. 
Satrurpay, February 26, 1853. 

The Journal having been partially read— 

Mr. HUNTER said: Mr. President, it is now 
so important to save time, that I move that the 
further reading of the Journal be dispensed with. 
It is not important that the whole should be read. 

Objection being made, the Journal was read. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the | 
Senate a report of the Secretary of War, made in | 


compliance with a resolution of the Senate, relative 
to the defense of Portland, the entrance of the 


Kennebec river, and the entrance of the Penob- | 


; p the || scot river; which was ordered to lie on the table 
suspension of the rules, but before the question || 


and be printed. 


Also, a report of the Secretary of State, com- | 


municating abstracts of the diplomatic and con- 
sular correspondence in that Department, respect- 


ing the commercial regulations of foreign nations; || 
which was ordered to be referred to the Commit- | 
| tee on Foreign Relations and printed. 


Also, a letter from the Secretary of the Navy, ac- 
companied by eight copies of the Navy Register 
for the year 1853; which was read. 

SUPERINTENDENT OF THE CENSUS. 

The PRESIDENT pro temporé laid before the 


| Senate a letter from J. C. G. Kennedy, Superin- 


| tendent of the Census; which was read as follows: 





| Census Orrice, WasuINGron, 
February 17, 1853. } 

Having noticed in the debates of the Senate, charges 
against me, which, if credited, must affect my character 
and standing, not only as an officer of this Government, 
but as a man, | deem it my duty to ask, and I respectfully 
beg the Senate to appoint a select committee fully to inves- 
tigate my official conduct, and the charges made against me 
on the floor of the Senate. 


JOS. C. G. KENNEDY. 
To the PresIDENT OF THE SENATE. 
On motion by Mr. WALKER, the communica- 
tion was referred to the Select Committee appoint- 
ed on the subject of frauds on the Government. 


PETITION. 


Mr. DODGE, of Iowa, presented the petition 
of Don Juan Virgil, of New Mexico, praying in- 
demnity for a large number of sheep taken by a 
detachment of the United States troops during 
the war with Mexico; which was réferred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 


: EDWARD BOX. 
The bill from the House of Representatives for 
the relief of Edward Box, was read a first and 


The SPEAKER. There are two questions of | second time by its title, and referred to the Com- 
order already pending, and the Chair will decide | 


| 


mittee on Revolutionary Claims. 
| 
CORRECTION OF THE JOURNAL. 
| Mr. BRIGHT. I rise to a privileged question. 
The Journal of yesterday is incorrect, so far as 
regards my vote, by not recording it against the 
| reconsideration moved by the honorable Senator 
| from Delaware, [Mr. Bayary.] His motion was 


LOBE. —s_—- 


el 





Feb. 26, 





| to reconsider the vote by which the Senate refus 
” sed 
|| to concur in the amendment made as in Commit. 
_ tee of the Whole, striking out the provision for 


civil superintendents of the armories, | voted 
against the reconsideration, and I desire that m 
vote shall be recorded as I gave it, y 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Ban, ER 
in the chair.) The Chair was of the opinion vester. 
day, when that question suddenly sprung up, that 
as the proposition was to record a vote that did not 
appear on the record, and not to correct an error 

in addition, as was suggested, it could only be 
done by again calling the roll. But as it was an 
error in fact, and as the statement of the Senator 
is that he answered in the negative on that propo. 
sition, but that from the noise and confusion 
which we all know prevailed at the moment, the 
response was not heard, the correction must be 
made accordingly, and the vote will be so entered. 


CIVIL AND DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIATIONs, 
Mr. HUNTER. I am instructed by the Com. 
mittee on Finance to report back the bill from 
the House of Representatives making appropria. 
tions for the civil and diplomatic expenses of Goy- 
ernment for the year ending June 30, 1854, with 
amendments. 
In making this report, I wish to state to the 
| Senate what I[ propose to do in relation to this bjjj, 
[t is obvious that, unless we take some short ent, 
|| we shall lose all our amendments to it. I think, 
however, there is a way before us by which we 
may secure them, and that is, after the military 
bill shall be disposed of, for the Senate to take yp 
the civil and diplomatic appropriation bill, as jn 
Committee of the Whole, and to pass, in gross, 
all the amendments of the Committee on Finanee, 
Then we can have the bill printed as amended, so 
that when it is taken up on Monday morning in 
| the Senate, any Senator may reserve any particu- 
1 


‘lar amendment, and have a separate vote upon it 
if he chooses. If this be done, a portion of to-day 
can be secured for other committees and for indi- 
vidual Senators to offer their amendments. All 
will be printed on Monday, and we can dispose 
of the bill understandingly. Unless we do that, we 
cannot save our amendments, and for this reason: 

| it takes one day for a committee of conference to 
arrange the bill, and the hardest day’s work I ever 
had in my life was in a committee of conference 
on the civil and diplomatic appropriation bill; and 
we should not have got through with it in one 
day but for the fact, that in the House committee, 
there was the chairman of the Committee on 
|| Ways and Means, and another member of that 
committee, who were familiar with all the details 
of the bill, so that they were ready to explain 
| everything. Notwithstanding that, it took us 1 
day. Now, when we come to reflect upon the 
fact that it will take that length of time for a com- 
mittee of conference to act upon the bill, it is ob- 
vious that the course I suggest will be the only 
means of saving the amendments. I now report 
the bill, with sundry amendments. 

The PRESI G OFFICER. The Chair 
would suggest to the Senator from Virginia, that 
although it is the custom of the Senate to consider 
every bill as in Committee of the Whole immedi- 
| ately after its second reading, the rule expressly 
| declares ‘‘ unless otherwise ordered by the Sen- 
'ate;’’ and it is therefore in the power of the Senate 
| to suspend the rule in this particular case, and let 
| the amendments be proposed in the Senate, and 
| not as in Committee of the Whole. 
| Mr. HUNTER. I shall ask the Senate to take 
up the civil and diplomatic appropriation bill after 
we have disposed of the military appropriation 
|| bill, so as to allow individual Senators an oppor- 
|| tunity to offer their amendments. I now move to 
postpone the prior orders, for the purpose of taking 
up the Army appropriation bill. Unless we do 
that, we cannot dispose of the civil and diplomatic 

appropriation bill to-day. 

1 ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

| Mr. HUNTER. I move to postpone the prior 

| orders, for the purpose of taking up the bill making 

|| appropriations for the support of the Army for 

| the year ending June 30, 1854. 

r. DOWNS. [hope the honorable chairman 

| of the Committee on Finance will not press the 
| motion at this moment. There is a measure In 

1 which I feel great interest, which was made the 

| order of the day for a period more than a month 
ago, and which I have given notice two or three 
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‘mes that | intended to call up on particular days. 
Unless it be disposed of this morning, there will 
be no chance for it this session, while I remain in 
ite. I referto the bill granting lands to 
Louisiana to aid in preventing the inundations of 
the Mississippi. It was reported by the Commit- 
Lands early at the last session, and 


the Sen 


tee on Public 


I shall make but a very few remarks upon it. 
The Senator from Ohio has an amendment to 
offer to the bill, which [ shall not object to. I 


hope the Senator from Virginia will give me till 
twelve o’clock Lo dispose of that bill. 

Mr. HUNTER. [I hope the Senator from 
Louisiana will excuse me for not yielding to his 
request. I would give way to him as soon as to 
any one in the Senate, but minutes are now worth 
thousands, yea, sir, hundreds of thousands to the 
country, for it is important that we should dispose 
of our business in tolerable order, and with some 
reasonable accuracy and dispatch. 

Mr. RUSK. I would vote cheerfully with the 
Senator from Virginia to take up the military ap- 
propriation bill, if anything could be accomplished 
by so doing. 

“Mr. HUNTER. 
time. 

Mr.RUSK. I think not. Gentlemen are mov- 
ine amendments to the bill, and it will share ex- 
actly the fate of all the appropriation bills for the 
last two or three years. All the amendments will 
go toacommitttee of conference, and they will de- 
cide at last. I therefore regard the time to-d: ay as 
thrown away to a very great extent which we 
shall devote to the consideration of that bill. I do 
not think its oe will be facilitated by taking 

it up this morning. The honorable Senator from 
Louisiana has given notice at various times that 
he would call up his bill. He has yielded vy 
frequently, and I am satisfied that his bill will 
consume very little, if any, time at all; and I sin- 

cerely hope that he will have an op portunity of 
bringing it up. Therefore, anxious as I am to 
dispose of the Army appropriation bill, | must 
vote against taking it up now, because I think the 
result, any how, will be, that a committee of con- 
ference wi!l regulate the whole matter. 

Mr. HUNTER. There will be no time fora 
committee of conference even to examine the 
amendments and compare opinions, unless we act 
with dispateh to-day. The argument of the Sen- 
ator would apply against taking up the bill at any 

e, for there will be debate. I cannot stopit. I 
wish I could. 

Mr. DOWNS. I really think that I should have 
this favor extended to me, considering the manner 
in which I have abstained from debate on this and 
other bills. I have saved as much of the time of 
the Senate by abstaining from debate, as would 
allow my bill to be disposed of. This is one of 
the last days that I shall be in the Senate, and the 
bill to which I refer, and which I wish to have 
disposed of, is the only measure in which T now 
feel any great interest, and | really hope that under 
the circumstances, the Senator from Virginia will 
have the magnanimity not to insist upon his mo- 
tion until twelve o’clock. At that hour I will yield 
to him. 

Mr. HUNTER. I cannot withdraw my mo- 
tion. I wish [I could accommodate the Senator 
from Louisiana, but | have a higher duty here to 
discharge than the at of personal courtesy. 

Mr. Hunrer’s motion was agreed to; and the 
Sen: ate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed 
the consideration of the Army appropriation bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. When the Sen- 
ate adjourned yesterday, the question before the 
Senate was on an amendment moved by the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts, [Mr. Davis,] to strike 
out a part of the proviso in relation to the super- 
intendent of the public armories, and insert another 
provision. The immediate question, however, was 
on the amendment proposed by the Senator from 
Iilinois [Mr. Sure ips) to that amendment. 

Mr. WALKER. If 1 understand it, the cor- | 
rection that has been made this morning in the 
Journal changes the entire position of the ques- 
tion. That correction affects the motion to recon- 
sider. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The effect of 
that correction is that the motion to reconsider 
failed. 

Mr. WALKER. Consequently all the subse- 


quent amendments predicated upon that motion | 
fell with it. 


We can pass it in a short 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair was 
of that opinion yesterday when the question was 
suddenly stopped. He thought that the Senate, 
refusing to strike out the proviso, had thereby 
agreed to retain the whole of it, and that hence 
the amendment of the Senator from Massachusetts 
is out of order; but hi aving examined the question, 
he is now of the opinion that the amendment is in 
order. The amendment of the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts is only to strike out a part of that the 
whole of which the Senate refused to strike out. 
[t is therefore in order, and the first question is 
on the amendment proposed by the Senator from 
Illinois to that amendment. 

Mr. SHIELDS. I believe my honorable friend 
from Massachusetts is willing to accept it, as it 


does not interfere in any way with his amend- 
ment. 

Mr. DAVIS. I accept it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Then the ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator from 


Massachusetts, as modified, to strike 
the proviso after the word *‘ next, 


following: 


out all of 
> and insert the 


* That the act of Congress approved August 23, 
so modified thatthe President may, if in his opinion the 
public interest demands it, place over any of the armories a 
superintendent who does not belong tothe Army: dnd pro 
vided further, That the War be directed to 
cause the necessary and inquiries to be instituted, 
through the medium of a commission of civili and mili 
tary men, with a view of ascertaining which of the two 
systems is the more economical, efficient, and safe, for the 
management of the public armories, that formerly existing 
under the superintendence of civil officers, or that now ex 
isting under the superintendence of officers of the Ordnance 
Department, and to make report thereof to Cr 
next session.’? 

Mr. RUSK. I desire to say a very few words 
upon that amendment. In the first place, it is 
contradictory in its terms. The first part of it 
proposes that the President may, if he chooses to 
do so, appoint a civil superintendent or superin- 
tendents of the armories of the United States. 
The remainder of it is totally inconsistent with 
that part, because it proposes an inquiry upon 
which this action is to be taken, not to be returned 
to the President, but to be submitted to the next 
Congress. 

Mr. SHIELDS. The honorable Senator will 
permit me to say, as I ~~? not want to make a 
speech, and as he himself is opposed to delay, 
that it is not esbiidesedt It it to the 
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Secretary ot 
proper 


ins 


gress at their 


leaves 
President to place the armories now under military 
or civil superintendence, but it also requires him 
to report as to the propriety of regulating this sys- 
tem for the future by the action of Congress; so 
that at the next session we can settle it fin: illy one 

way or the other upon correct and ascerté ined in- 
formation, which we have not now. 

Mr. RUSK. The honorable Senator and I 
differ. I think the amendment is inconsistent, 
because, in the first part, it proposes to leave to 
the President the discretion of saying whether he 
will have military or civil superintendence 

Mr. SHIELDS. For one year. 

Mr. RUSK. And inthe sameamendment you 
require a Board, to be composed of military offi- 
cers and civilians, to make an inquiry, and to re- 
port to you at the next session of Congress. 

Mr. DAVIS. I would suggest to the honorable 
Senator from Texas, and also to the honorable 
Senator from Illinois, that the amendment may be 
so amended as easily to make the meaning itself 
harmonious. I propose that the President athe 
United States may at int a 
civilian, or an officer of the Army, and then sup- 
pose that the amendment of the Senator from IlIli- 
nois, which | have accepted, should read: 


his discretion apne 


© And in order to enable him to do it to his own satisfac- 
tion, he be hereby authorized to appointa commission con 
sisting of civilians and military men,’ &c. 

Mr. RUSK. That would make the amendment 
consistent with itself, but yet not agreeable to 
me. 

Mr. SHIELDS. AsI wantto get rid of this 
question in any way that is fair, I agree to the 
suggestion of the Senator from Massachusetts, 
and [ presume that no one can then object to the 
amendment. 

Mr. RUSK. I shall still object to it. 

Mr. SHIELDS. I suppose you will. 

Mr. HUNTER. [hope we shall have a vote. 

Mr. RUSK. As I have the floor, I hope I shall 
be allowed to express my reasons for my vote. 


Mr. SHIELDS. As I cannot satisfy the hon- 
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orable Senator in 
amendment as 


any way, | will just leave the 
it stood on iginally, without adopting 
the proposed modification of the Senator from 
Massachusetts, 

Mr. RUSK. Then I have more objection te 
the amendment than if it were modified as suggest- 
ed by the Massachusetts. Here it 
is proposed to establish new officers, and itis not 
said how many. Itisa Board. lt may consist 
of three, or four, ortwenty. It is a comminssion, 
This is the establishment at the last days of the 
new officers. Sir, | have been here 
long enough to see the result of such experiments, 
1 have seen new officers and new Departments 
created here at the last days of the session, when 
aman has not an opportunity of getting up and 
expressing his views in opposition to them, and 
they have introduced more expenditures than al- 
most any other system. I remember that at the 
close of session, we created a Department 
called the Department of the Interior. It was not 
a year old until it had become like Aaron’s rod, 
and swallowed up everythir ¢ that came in its Way; 
and, sir, when it takes a sweep, and strikes the 
Treasury, the Treasury of the United States 
stands no more chance than the crumbling banks 
of the Mississippi do against a flood. You can- 
not count up the costs and expenses of it. This 
is something of the same thing, on a small scale. 
It is a commission; of how many it is to consist 
God only knows! It is discretionary with the 
President as to the number. It is to be composed 
of whom? Civilians and military officers. What 
will be the result? A scientific report on arms, la- 
borers, and everything of that sort, which will be 
printed here at the expense of the Government, 
and not three Senators will read it, and not half 
a dozen other gentlemen, except the officers en- 
gaged in its production. What information will 
there be in that? | am against the proposition on 
that ground. 

Iam against it on 


Senator from 


session of 


one 


another ground. I am op- 
posed to devolving upon the President the respon- 
sibility of determining this quarrel between civil 
and military rule in your armories, because it Is a 
scramble for place; and while my honorable friend 
from South Carolina (Mr. Burier] yesterday 
rebuked the citizens for asking for these places, he 
should also have rebuked the officials of the Gov- 
ernment who are quartered on the public for life. 
It is a scramble for and 
one is 


place between the two; 


just about as energetic and zealous as the 
other. Hence, | say that while he was rebuking 


the citizen in just and fair terms, he should also 
have rebuked the official who is provided fer out 
of your Treasury; for the military officers, as I 
understand it, ask to be retained in the superin- 
tendence of the armories. 

Mr. BUTLER. They do not ask it; 
wish justice done to them. 

Mr. RUSK. I say that is 
zens have troubled me, 


but they 


Citi- 
but not much, because I 
would not them. ane Army officers have 
troubled me more. It is a place; itis a comfort- 
able place for them; and, they want it. 


A word with regard to the inquiry which is 


the struggle. 
let 


the refore, 


soucht to be instituted. The honorable Senator 
from Illinois, who proposes it, comes from a 


country which some of my folks hail from, and a 
favorite maxim with them is, ** Fair play.’’ His 
amendment does not give fair play, because it pro- 
poses to inquire how the armories were conducted 
eleven years ago, unt ler a civil supe rintendence, 
and to make that 
-uperintendence 
Army officers 

position ior 


a test to be compared with their 
now, under the management of 
I do not think that this is a proper 
Army officers; and I mean no disre- 
spect to them when I say so. They were selected 
for their fighting qualities. They were selected 
to command in the field. They were not chosen 
as mechanics, and I venture to say they are not 
mechanics If you Pp lace the armories ut der civil 
superintenden: e, you give the President, if he is 
disposed to discharge his duty, the power of se- 
lecting mechanics, practical men, one of whom is 
worth ten thousand of your theoretical gentlemen. 
These theoretical gentlemen can get appropria- 
tions increased. The history of the appropriation 
bills has shown that. They can carry on a great 
deal of work, but whether there is 


improvement 
in that work is another question. [| will venture 
to say that if th os Preside nt shall do his di ity in 


and select for the head of each of these 
civilian, a mechanic, one who under- 


this matte 
armories 
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stands mechanical operations, there will be more 
improvement in the arms in five years than there 
has been in forty years past. As a general thing, 
the Army is averse to improvements In arms, upon 
the same principle that we plow with the same 
instruments that our fathers used. They prefer 
the old arms, the old straight-breeched gun. 

Under the circumstances, if you retain the arm- 
ories under military superintendence, you will, 
in my opinion, have none of the benefits of the 
improvements of the age. You may go on and 
manufacture arms better, perhaps, every year, 
but still it is according to the old pattern which you 
have been following for years past. You will 
have no new inventions, and no new improve- 
ments. Under such circumstances I am for put- 
ting the officers of the Army in those positions for 
which they were intended. They were never in- 
stituted to make mechanics and gun-smiths. Their 


_ business is to take the gun when made and fight 


with it. 
of them. 

Mr. BUTLER. A word of explanation; and 
I wish the honorable Senator from Texas, as well 
as others, to hear it. From nothing that I have 
said can any inference be drawn that I have in- 
sisted upon either Colonel Ripley or Colonel Hu- 
ger retaining these places. 

Mr. RUSK. I did not say so. 

Mr. BUTLER. I understood the gentleman to 
say that these officers wished to retain their places. 

r. RUSK. Not exactly that. 

Mr. BUTLER. What, then, does the gentle- 
man mean when he speaks about officials? AllI 
have said is, that the military superintendency has 
operated better than the civil superintendency; and 
when things are brought to atrial it is the best 
test. The honorable Senator from Texas may 
well speak of the duty of a soldier, for he isa 
military man. I believe, however, that a very 
reat military man has said that perhaps the very 
fast use that should be made of men, is to fight; 
that you should substitute science, and let war be 
conducted in such a way as to save life instead of 
periling it in the battle-field. I say that science is 
going far to mitigate the horrors of war; and per- 
haps the style of the arms will have a great influ- 
enceupon that. I say that science as well as cour- 
age and skill are to beconsulted. Indeed science is 
a quality which inspires courage. However, these 
are general topics, and I shall not gointothem. I 
only wish to say that I am willing to go for the 
amendment of the Senator from Illinois, because 
it is fair. It is to appoint a commission to insti- 
tute inquiry. Now, I would like to know, since 
officials have been indicated by the finger in some 
measure, because some military man must be the 
one indicated, who at Springfield, or who at Har- 
per’s Ferry, want these armories? I venture to 
say that somebody wants them. If anybody 
can tell me who wants them, | would perhaps 
strip them of some of their pretensions. Certain 
it is that somebody wants these places. You need 
not tell me that it is one of those vague generalities 
in which patriotism comes forward here to super- 
sede the military. Somebody has his eyes upon 
these $200,000 to be appropriated for the manu- 
facture of arms in the armories, and the people 
who want it can very easily allege that they car 
make better arms than anybody else. If they 
can get the money they will make the arms, but 
whether they will be better or not is another ques- 
tion. I should like to known who it 1s that want 
to handle these $200,000; and who, to prove their 


I haveno disposition to make mechanics 


Army,and can make better arms? 
will indicate the persons who are anxious for 
taking jurisdiction of the armories, perhaps I 
could inquire a little into their charncter, and show 
their pretensions. 

Mr. DOWNS. If the honorable Senator from 
South Carolina could devise some way of carry- 
ing on armories and manufacturing arms without 
the $200,000 proposed to be appropriated going 
into anybody’s hands, there might be something 
in his s tion. But as it is necessary that the 


money shall be expended by some one, I cannot | 
see any great enormity in the fact that that some- | 


body should be a civilian. For my own part I 
would just as leave see a civilian asa military 
man have the management of it. 
Mr. BUTLER. A military man does not get 
a dollar of it. The workmen get the nioney. 
Mr. DOWNS. I am opposed to the amend- 
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any time, very well; but that is not 


|; 1ans do now on the question. 


i} 
} 
capacity, say that they are more patriotic than the || 
If gentlemen || 








ment for several reasons. In the first place, 1 have | 
no doubt in my own mind asto what the decision | 
ought to be. I should think from the indications 


that both Houses of Congress have no doubt, be- || thoroughly, but unless I am very much mi 


cause they have both agreed to a provision put- | 
ting the armories under civil superintendence. 
For one, I am not willing, after both Houses have 
agreed to do that, to institute a commission of in- | 
quiry to know whether we have acted foolishly or 
not. I think that is a matter into which we ought 
to have inquired at first. I have felt it my duty 
to inquire into the subject, and I haveinquired into 
it, and [ have made up an opinion, and I have ex- 
pressed that opinion by my votes here. I can see 
no necessity for any further investigation. 

Besides, it seems to be a question which is con- 
tinually to be coming up. We have had it before 
the Senate several times and decided it. Are not 
gentlemen satisfied with the decision? Do they 
want the question to be continually coming up? 
It seems to me that after the question has been 
settled in a formal manner—as it has been by both 
Houses—il should be suffered at this late period 
of the short session to rest. Then, where is the 
necessity of this inquiry, this formal, official com- 
mission composed of civilians and military men? 

Mr. SHIELDS. The honorable Senator will 
permit me to tell him—as I do not wish to makea 
speech—that inthe first place we want to ascertain 
which is the best system of superintendence. 
About that question we have not the necegsary in- 
formation. We want the facts, to see how the 
matter is; and we want the facts for another reason, 
which the honorable Senator does not seem to 
perceive; and that is as to the propriety of abolish- 
ing these armories. I mean to bring forward such 
a proposition at the next session, so that we west- 
ern men, as well as those at Springfield and Har- 
per’s Ferry, may have a chance at this matter. 
My belief is, that the best way is to throw the 
construction of arms open to the public, and let 
the best mechanic have the bestchance. As soon 
as I can maturea bill, I will bring it in for that 
purpose. 

Mr. DOWNS. Then Il am very much aston- 
ished that the gentleman should be dissatisfied with 
the action of Congress. 

Mr. SHIELDS. I want information. 

Mr. DOWNS. As totheabolition of the armo- 
ries, that is another question; and if the gentleman, 
from his position as chairman of the Committee 
on Military Affairs, chooses to bring it forward at 
e proposition 

nuw pending. 

Mr. SHIELDS. I wantinformation. I want 
the examination made for the purpose of getting 
information. ; 

Mr. DOWNS. 
the expense of such a formal commission. I was 

' going on to remark, where is the necessity of this 
commission? ‘The amendment authorizes the Pres- 
ident to appoint a commission composed of civil- 
ians and military men, and I suppose they will be 
just as likely to differ as military officers and civil- 

If it be necessary 

to have an inquiry, why shall we have this formal 
commission? Is it not the duty of the President 
and the executive officers to have the necessary 
inquiries made? If well-founded allegations are 
made that the system works badly, is it not the 


, duty of the President and executive officers to have 


the — ascertained and brought before Congress 
in Ofder to enable them to give a correct judgment 
upon the question? Is it customary or proper for 

ongress to travel out of their way and impose 
| upon the President or other public officers duties 
| other than those which the law assigns them? 
| These officers have their appropriate duties in the 
| Army, and if the public service requires an inves- 
| tigation, the President or the Secretary of War can 


| 


|| order.it without this extraordinary proceeding of 


Congress authorizing a commission composed of 
civilians and military men. I think, then, that 
| there is no necessity for the proposition. Ihave 
| as much confidence in the incoming Administra- 

tion as any man, and I have no doubt that a suit- 

able and proper commission will be ap 


all. This system has been tried. There is great 
dissatisfaction with it. Let us at least have time 
to try the other system and see if it does not oper- 
ate better. 1 think it is a great mistake, and it will 
be found to be a great mistake in this and other 
| matters, that we should depend for the construc- 
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I think it can be got without | 


But I can see no necessity for any commission at | 


Feb. 26, 
tion of our public works, the building of ships and 
other things, on military or naval architects and 
engineers. I have not examined the subj-ct ye, 

. Sstaken 
| the construction of steam-vessels now by the Nayy 
| Department is much inferior to the construction of 
| those made by private individuals. I doubt ye, 
| much whether in case of war there would not i 

shown to be a very great disparity between th, 
| steam-vessels constructed by the Government and 
| those constructed by individuals. It seems to me 
| so; and probably the same rule would apply jp 
this case. There is a strong feeling in the pabjj. 

mind for such a change as the Fiouse has pro. 
| posed. There is no necessity for continuing the 
old system. Let us try the new. We have go 
| decided once, and certainly it is now too late in the 
_ session to set aside what we have done, or to dy 
| anything implying a doubt of the opinion of Cop. 


1 gress as to the course which should be pursued. 


Mr. BELL. Ido not mean to make any pe. 
| ply to the various suggestiqns thrown out by ger. 
' tlemen who oppose this amendment, but I wan, 
| to state afew facts. The effect of the provision jy 
|| this bill, asit came tous from the House, isto change 
'| the system of management at the public armories 
| from the superintendence of military offivers tg 
| the superintendence of persons taken from ciyjj 
| life. One specific ground alleged by an honorable 
' Senator yesterday for that change, in addition to 
| the general ground alleged, was that there was now 
| great dissatisfaction and complaint on the part of 
| the community in which these armories are |oeg. 
|| ted; and another reason given was, that the military 
| superintendence is not believed to work any bette 

than the former system of civil superintendence, 
| Sig, I have made it my business, not now, hut 
| several years since, to inform myself carefully 
| upon this subject. The civil superintendence o}. 
|| tained for fifteen or twenty years preceding 184) 

and 1842. There were complaints, and many 
alleged abuses at that time in the management of 
these armories; and upon that ground the Execv. 
tive Government changed the system from civil 
to military superintendence, and Congress, in 

1842, approved the change and regulated the sub- 

ject by law, after a full investigation by a com- 

mission, and after a report by a committee of the 

House of Representatives. That report stated 

that the change which they proposed to make, 

| giving the superintendence of the armories to off- 
| cers of the Ordnance Corps, was founded on an 
| investigation of the facts on both sides of the 
| question. ‘Thus a commission was instituted, and 
| a committee of the House, upon the report of that 
|| commission, reported in favor of the change, and 
Congress solemnly enacted that the military su- 
perintendence was to be preferréd, on the ground 
| that the public interests would be promoted by 
the change. 

The Senator from Texas [Mr. Houston] yes- 
| terday stated, that he had picked up a statement, 
| or representation, or some document or other, 
|| which satisfied him that there was no improve- 
|| ment, no advantage to the public service, in the 
military superintendence over the former system of 
civil superintendence. ThatI deny. I say that, 
| although there are contradictory statements upon 
| the subject, any gentleman who will take the 
|| trouble to look into the public documents of Con- 
|| gress which have been heretofore published, stating 
|| the grounds on which the change of superintend- 
‘| ence was made, and persevered in, he will find the 
|| preponderance of testimony is largely in favor of 
the military system of superintendence. I stated, 
'| however, the other day, that I had seen gentlemen 
\| of high character and respectability who alleged 
|| the contrary, and I believed they made their state- 
| ment sincerely. I think, however, their convic- 
| tions on the subject are founded in error, upon 
|| want of information as to the true facts of the case, 
|| or upon prejudice, I said then that I regarded |! 
| as highly politic, if we are to uphold these public 
|| armories at all, and not to abolish them, that we 
| should institute an inquiry into the present condi- 
| tion and ma 





nagement of the armories, for the sat- 
isfaction of the intelligent public mind upon the 
subject, and that no change should take place here 


|| officers, tho 


h I do not say that they do. I sa 
.| that, under 


e circumstances, it is but fair, bot 
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suddenly upon an ebullition of popular sentiment 
in the neighborhood of the armories, by outsiders, 
or those not in place, and who may be fairly sub- 
'| ject to the imputation of wanting the places of these 
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| want some material facts and circumstances of the 

| case to go forth to the country accompanying that 

vote. I am not as well acquainted with the details 

of the business at Harper's Ferry as at Spring- 

field, and therefore | will not speak of both in the 

| Same connection; but comparatively and approxi- 

mately | do. I say that at the Springfield armory, 

when the civil system of superintendency was | 

| changed for the military system, the civil super- 
intendent had so little control of the business—so 
little power in his hands to regulate the wages or | 
the time of the work of the workmen, and so little 
power to control the number employed, that the 
cost of a musket at that armory was as high as 
$17 or $17 50. 

| Mr. RUSK. When was that ? 

Mr. BELL. Prior to 1841. Then the cost of 
the musket, including wages and materials, was 
$17 or $17 50. 

Mr. DE SAUSSURE. What is it now 

Mr. BELL. The cost of the musket now at 
| Springfield is from $9 50 to $10. Honorable Sen- 
| ators may say that this difference may be owing 
to the great cheapening of materials, but they 
should remember that labor has not cheapened. 
The fact is that there has thus been a reduction of 
between $7 and #8 on the cost of the musket. If 
any gentleman denies this fact, | should like to 
hear his authority; and if he does not deny it, let 
us have acommission toinquire. The labor on the 
musket, independent of the materials, formerly 
cost upon an average, $8 30. Now it costs the 
Government about $4 40, making a difference of 
$3 80, or nearly $4 on each musket manufactured, 
in the cost of labor alone. Then what is the fur- 
ther fact? There is now between twenty-five and 
thirty percent. more labor required on the musket, 
made according to the new model adopted at the 
armories, than was required upon the old model. 
This difference of labor is chiefly owing to the 
higher finish of the work; yet there has been a 
reduction of nearly $4 upon the mere cost of the 
labor upor the musket of the new model. An 
other material fact is, that the wages of labor has 
in the mean time been slightly increased instead of 
| being reduced; the great saving appearing to have 

grown out of the greater regularity with which the 
| business has been conducted. 

[ state these to be facts, and [ ask what is the 
| cause of them? The reason is, that the civil su- 
| perintendent was under the control of the work- 
men, and not they under his control. They con- 
trolled him both as to the hours of working and 
of their wages in a good degree, and I predict that 
| if a change takes place and that system be resort- 
ed to again, it will happen now as it happened 
then. They will control the superintendent, and 
not he them. I do not mean as to wages alto- 
gether, but as to the times they will work; the 
number of hours in the day; the number of days 
in the week, and inthe month. They will come 
and go when they please. How can that be 
helped under a civil system of superintendence? 
The emplo ees about the establishment, and their 
friends in the locality, will in fact appoint the su- 
perintendent. Can any gentleman deny it? These 
very persons who are petitioning for this change, 
| or those of them who are workmen at the arm- 
ories, can go and apply to the President, and say 
they want such a man appointed superintendent; 
that it is the workmen’s wish, and will he not be 
appointed? Is he not then their nominee, their 
a > 


to those who complain and those whose conduct 
is called in question, that we should have an in- 
vestigation. To satisfy even the local communi- 
ies concerned, we should have an examination 
and report in detail, by a mixed commission. 

If it be objected to the proposed commission 
shat it may be composed of a majority of military 
‘fiers, let the majority be of civilians, if gentle- 
nen please. I have no objection to that, because, 
ag | understand, the report which we require from 
eich @ commission is not the opinion of scientific 
-entiemen, or of civilians, or of the sound com- 
non-sense opinions of mechanics. We want the 
facts to be reported in detail; the testimony of wit- 
nesses—evidence that cannot be refuted. I care 
ittle whether the persons appointed on the com- 
mission have a bias on either side or not; I care 
little for the opinions of scientific, or any other 
-Jass of men, upon the subject. All I want is the 
facts; and that is necessary to satisfy the public 
mind in the neighborhood of the armories. I said 
the other day that I thought an investigation ne- 
cessary, because the idea of the odium of military 
rule—which I understand does not in fact exist at 
all—is diffusing itself through the country. Why, 
sir, we see the great State of Virginia infected 
through all its borders by these representations of 
a military rule, emanating from a little spot on the 
Potomac—Harper’s Ferry—and the two Senators 
from Virginia, although the most strenuous advo- 
cates for economy and reform in the administra- 
tion of the General Government, are chiming in 
with the honorable Senator from Texas [Mr. 
Rvsx] in his effort to effect a change in the super- 
ntendence ofthese armories. That Senator, in one 
part of the argument presented by him this morn- 
ing, spoke of the great expense of a commission 
to be constituted, as he said, of ** God knows how 
many.’’ He was for an economical expenditure 
of the public moneys by the Government; he would 
co for no expenditure but what is necessary to the 
public service; and yet he is advocating a propo- 
sition to introduce two new officers, two unneces- 
sary superintendents of the public armories. 

Mr. RUSK. Ido not regard them as unneces- 
sary. 

Mr. BELL. But they are additional officers, 
ind there can be no doubt that ordnance officers 
are competent for the post—it is not even alleged 
that they are not competent—officers who receive 
their pay any how, whether they be employed at 
the armories or not. Now, upon the honorable 
Senator’s own argument of economy, which I 
believe, by-the-by, is one of the articles in the 
creed of the Democratic platform, are you not here 
violating a sound principle, by creating two offices 
which are unnecessary, when you already have | 
rdnance officers competent to fill them, and who 
get their pay any how? I say this from no personal 
ill-feeling towards the honorable Senator, as he |! 
well knows, but because [ think his argument is | 
suicidal. He was against the commission, because 
it would bleed the Treasury. He says that this is 
an irresistible current of affairs; whenever you at- 
tack the Treasury, or attempt to tap itin Congress, 
the walls of the Treasury fall away like the banks 
of the Mississippi under the roll of the impetuous 
torrent of that river. So it seems to me; and that 
is just the way things are inclined to go at this | 
moment. Persons want these offices, and they 
are earnestly employed in sweeping away the 
walls that fence up the moneys in the Treasury; 
and T am not satisfied that there is any other rea- 
son for the change which is proposed in the man- know that a great deal of what I have stated 
agement of the armories. |is denied. It is said that there is not this great 

I appeal to the honorable Senator from Virginia || difference in favor of the military system. Then 
(Mr. Hunter] to stand by his principles. He || let us investigate the facts. The Ordnance officers 
is always urging the Senate to the practice of || say these are thefacts, and that they will turn out 
economy. ‘There is no necessity for this change || to be so uponinvestigation. I want investigation 
that [ can see; or, at any rate, f ask him first to || to see whether they are true or false, and I think 
ascertain whether there is a necessity for it before || it is our true policy to institute a commission to 
the change be made, and this additional expendi- || inquire, for the satisfaction of all, how the facts 
ture authorized. Shall we tax the Government || are. What! have stated has been upon sufficient 
with the expense of two unnecessary officers, || authority, I think. I state the facts in regard to 


quite as well, to say the least, as others can do? | 
hat is the question. Some of us say that these 
ordnance officers are doing better than any civil || 
superintendent ever did. Because of the differ-|| Mr. DOUGLAS. I am in favor of the provision 
ence of opinion I say let us have a commission to as it came from the House. I have listenod to 


who are responsible to the public and to their own 
| character for the truth of what | have said in re- 


when we have ordnance officers who are doing | the Springfield armory, upon the authority of those | 
| 
| 


lation to it. 


inquire into the truth of the matter. the debates here, and I find that the objection to 
Now, I wish to state some facts, and if the ma- || it consists in this: that there is a clamor on the 
jority of the Senate is determined to carry out its 


) part of the outsiders to have a change. 
views, as expressed yesterday by their vote, I 


the arguments, it seems, are addressed to that 
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point, and weare given to understand that we 
ought not to make the change, because the out- 
siders want it. Did you ever know the insiders 
to desire a change? [Laughter.}) I never did. 
They are generally content with the existing state 
of things, no matter how gross the abuse may be, 
or how stern the necessity fora reform. The in- 
siders are never clamorous for a change, and if 
we are not allowed to listen to the outsiders, I do 
1ot know whom we are to hear in favor of any 
reform. I therefore dismiss that point. If it is 
true that the outsiders want a change, it ia only 
evidence that the people are not content with the 
existing state of things. I say, if there be such 
a clamor at our doors, and thundered in our eare 
upon all sides, it is only evidence that there is dis- 
satisfaction and discontent which demand our at- 
tention. 

A great deal has been said about lobby mem- 
bers; and that we are surrounded by extranecus 
influences, pressing on this measure. That there 
are citizens here desiring the proposed reform is 
not denied. That there are lobby members here, 
on both sides, cannot bedenied. That they are now 
in our Chamber, visiting Senator after Senator, in 
his seat, and lobbying all the time on the military 
side, while those on the floor are charging lobbying 
on the other side, cannot, with truth, be denied 
Every Senator knows itto beso. We see them 
passing from desk to desk, electioneering on the 
military side of the question, while Senators are 
denouncing the lobby members on the other side. 

Mr. BUTLER. Has any military man been 
here to-day? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Ido not know about a mil- 
itary man, but persons acting for the military men 
have been here, and are now here; and their rela- 
tives, the personal friends of military men have 
been and are now here electioneering; and | do 
not blame them for it. They are honorable men, 
accomplished gentlemen, some of them personal 
friends of mine. I like them, and listen to them 
with respect ButI do not like this system of 
lobbying on the floor, while their friends in con- 
cert with them are denouncing lobbying influences 
as evidences of corruption. Ido not like it. I 
think it ought to be stopped. You m Ly berin and 
count out the lobby members on the part of the 
citizens, and [ will count an equal number on the 
other side, and show them face to face within the 
range of my eye now. lI could begin and calla 
very long roll by name within the reach of my 
vision now. Hence I think we had better say 
nothing more about lobbying, and look at this 
question upon its merits. 

I have listened to both sides of this question. I 
have not quarreled with any man who wished to 
enlighten me. I have listened patiently to him 
I have nothing to say against citizens and officers 
of the Army who have called upon us to give their 
explanations of this question. I[t is due to them 
as gentlemen, men of intelligence, feeling an in 
terest in the question, that we should 
and see what they can urge in favor of their re 
spective systems 

Then, sir, I wish to say a word or two upon 
the creat objection which is brought forward with 
much emphasis by the Senator from Tennessee 
He says, that if you have a civil superintendent, 
he will be appointed and controlled by the labor- 
ers, and thatif we have a military superintendent, 
he is appointed by the Government. The ques- 
tion, then, he says, which arises, is, whether you 
will allow the laborers to employ their own super 
intendent, or the Government employ one for 
them? Sir, | do not understand that to be a fair 
statement of the case. Is that the case with every 
civil superintendent all over the country? Are 
they in the hands of the laborers? Is it #0 in the 
erection of your custom-houses, your public build. 

ings, your additions to the Capitol, in all of the 
river and harbor works of the Government where 
civil superintendents have charge? Is it true that 
the laborers say how long they shall work in the 
day, and fix their price, and choose the men who 
are to take charge over them? If that *be so, and 
if the proper remedy for it be what the Senator 
says, it shows that this is only the beginning of a 
system in which we are to supersede civilians 
everywhere, and put every work under the charge 
of military men. The arcument will compel the 
system to oo } very branch of the Govern 
ment, and apply to every work now under civil 
superintendence. It will apply to your public 


hear them, 
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buildings here as well asto the armories. It willap- 
ply to every custom-house you are erecting, every 

ost-office building you are putting up, every pub- 
c work you are construc ting, without exception, 
if the argument be true. But, sir, | do not think 
it is true. If you have a suitable man for super- 
intendent, there is no such danger. Your super- 
intendent prescribes the number of hours of work 
to be performed in the day; he prescribes the hour 
at which the workmen are to be there; the hour 
at which they are called off for refreshment, and 
at which they return. He dismisses them at 
night, he checks the roll, and any man who is de- 
ficient in time is checked, and the time is deducted. 
Any man that does not conform to the rules is 
paid off and dismissed. That is what I under- 
stand is done under the civil rule; and wherever 
you have an honest and competent officer, either 
military or civil, he does it; and, sir, is it to be 
argued that you cannot get a civilian that has 
either the intelligence or the integrity to perform 
his duty and enforce the instructions of the Gov- 
ernment? I think not. I think we can employ a 
civilian there as well as anywhere else. 

Then, sir, why should we have an Army officer 
to take charge of these armories? Certainly the 
work to be performed in the armories is not pro- 
fessional. Will it be said that the construction of 
arms requires professional skill? Sir, the profes- 
sion of the military officer is to use arms rather 
than to make them. Besides, your Ordnance 
Corps prescribes the kind and description of arms 
to be mace at your armories. After the kind, the 
amount, and ise description of arms to be manu- 
factured are prescribed, the manufacture is purely 
a mechanical operation. It is mechanical, purely 
and strictly, and not military or professional. It 
is the work of the mechanic; nak I undertake to 
say that the mechanic who has devoted his life to 
his occupation, understands better how to carry 
on that mechanical operation than your military 
man does whose life, profession, occupation, and 
habits, disqualify him from understanding it. I 
think, therefore, you have the opportunity of get- 
ting more mechanical knowledge and skill in the 
civil service in regard to the mechanical operations 
of these armories than you have in the Army. 

But, sir, there is another consideration which 
operates upon my mind. I know that the Amer- 
ican mechanic does not like, in time of peace, in 
a workshop, to be subjected to military rule, to 
the sword, to the epaulette, and to the button. 
In time of war, he is willing to enlist in your 
Army, to enroll among the volunteers, to come 
under the rules and articles of war, and be as sub- 
ject to strict and rigid obedience as any regular 
soldier, Every American citizen is willing to do 
that in time of war, when it is necessary and 
proper to enforce the military discipline. But in 
times of profound peace, while carrying on the 
ordinary avocations of life, while pursuing their 
art in the workshop, in the performance of their 
regular trade, to be subject to military discipline 
and regulations by an officer who does not under- 
stand the trade, whose education and habits of life 
prevent him from sympathizing, as he ought todo, 
with the craft, is not congenial to the feelings and 
habits of a high-minded mechanic. I know that 
your mechanic feels restive under this system, and 
the tendency is to degrade him in his own estima- 
tion, | submit thatit does not become Americans 
to humble and degrade our mechanics. We owe 


them too much. If we owe to any one class of || 


citizens more than another the rapid progress we 
are making in all that gives us superiority over 
other nations, it is to the American mechanic, 
whose skill, whose ingenuity has done it. And 
why is it that the American mechanic excels 
all others? It is because he has, under our insti- 
tutions, a right to think freely and boldly. Heis 


j : ; aaa - 
willing to carry it, and | am willing to sustain you 


in the most rigid and exact system of discipline 
applicable to the Army, to ali under its control in 
tume of war; but | am not wiiling unnecessarily 
to carry the military system into the mechanics’ 
shops in times of peace. 

Mr. BUTLER. Allasion has been very dis- 
tinctly made that there has been military influence 
brought to bear, either directly or indirectly, upon 
me and those who act with me in this matter. Sir, 
I say that during the time | have spoken yester- 
day or to-day, | have not seen a military man, or 
a friend of a military man here, pressing this mat- 
teron us. I may not be as well informed as the 
Senator from Illinois of any influence brought to 
bear upon the Senate, but | could very disunctly 
point to the influence of others. The Senator 
has spoken with a good deal of emphasis about 
outsiders and insiders. lam neither an outsider, 
seeking for office, nor an insider enjoying one. I 
am, therefore, an impartial judge upon the sub- 
ject. But, sir, I always thought that there was 
some wisdom in the fox, to say the least of it, 
when he told the swallow he would not drive off 
the flies which had gorged themselves, to give way 
to the hungry flies that wanted to come in. Besides, 
I say emphatically, that | know of no officers, in- 
siders, who have such a great personal interest in 
pressing this upon us. ‘They do not get one dol- 
lar more pay in the armory than they would any- 
where else in the line of their duty. Who is the 
insider in connection with this subject? Do the 
officers gorge themselves with the public money 


beyond the pay which is allowed them by law? 


Sir, lam not aware that the mechanics have 
been dissatisfied. The dissatisfaction exists among 


| the outsiders who want the places, and if the out- 


siders wish to gorge themselves because others are 
in their way, | can very well understand the prin- 


| ciple upon which they act. They want the money. 


The officer gets none of this money; the insiders 
are not benefited by it, nota whit. They get no 


| more pay than they would get in their other offi- 
| clal positions, 


As to what has been said about the mechanics, 


| every one who knows me knows that justice, and 


not confined within certain prescribed limits, that | 


exist under different forms of government, that 


make it a crime to think in opposition to the con- | 


secrated errors of olden times. Free thinking, 
bold thinking, enables him to make inventions 
that surprise and startle the world, while their 
success commands universal admiration. 


Sir, 1 do not wish to put restraints upon the | 


mind, upon the actions, upon the feelings of our 
mechanics. I think, therefore, that this military 
ssytem is at war with the spirit of our institutions, 
and that it should be carried no further than is 
necessary for military purposes. To the extent 
that it is necessary for military operations I am 


courtesy, and every tribute that can be paid to 


| honest industry, are always awarded by me, as 


much as by those who preach these doctrines of 


| Democracy in favor of civil authority in the arm- 


ories in preference to the military. I have con- 


| sulted the interest of the public service, when I 


maintain that the present system is better than the 
system of civil superintendence, and that if you 
change it now, you do it in the dark, merely to 


give way to the outsiders who want the money. | 


i have no interest in this question; but as it has | 
assumed a character altogether different from that 


which it ought to have done, and insinuations have | 


| been made upon insiders, when they are refuted 
| by the fact that the insiders cannot get anything, 


and that the only persons who want the money 


| are the outsiders, who are to make something, 
| provided we have civil officers to supersede the 
| military officers who get nothing in addition to 


what they get by their regular pay, and as it is 
desired to substitute civil superintendents for the 
military, and pay them for what they cannot per- 


| form as well as it is performed now, I wish these | 


| ing from the ordeal of a comparison. 





remarks to go out to the country. 
that it is the mechanics that object to the military 
rule. Ido not believe it is. 
tain, and there is not a branch of the military ser- 
vice, from the humblest soldier up, that will not 
tell you that this is the better system; that this is 
a much better system than the one which it is pro- 


| posed to substitute for it. 


I am perfectly willing that a comparison of the 
two should be made. But gentlemen are shrink- 
The propo- 
sition is to sift the merits of the systems; and as 


| certainly as you let them enter into contrast—the 


one contended for by the gentlemen who appeal to 


| popular feeling in favor of mechanics, and the mili- 


tary one—the latter will throw the other into the 
shade. If gentlemen are afraid of the comparison, 
it is because it will have that influence on the pub- 
lic mind; and I now say that I believe no part of 


1 do not know | 


As far as I can ascer- | 
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peated that before, And it is so,as far as I ¢ 


aN learn. 


They do not wish to occupy the places; by: whe 
every military man in the United States wij tel 
you that this system has operated well ang it 
would be dangerous to change it, they but avre. 
with it 

My friend from Texas has alluded to me in th; 
question. I am willing to compare votes wih 
him and see whose hands have gone deepest Into 
the Treasury. I did not vote for the twenty mil. 
lions for the railroad, or for the Collins line. I 
have not voted for any such propositions. [| be. 
lieve I am less touched with the appropriation of 
the public money than almost any man on this 
floor. And as tothe avalanche which isto Swee 
away the banks of the Mississipji, why, sir, the 
little tributaries that I vote for are not like the 
great currents which are undermining the banks 
of the Mississippi. You may talk about extray. 
agance; the honorable Senator from Tennessee 
has put the question in a way which cannot be 
disguised. I regard this system as more economj. 
cal than the other; but if it is a foregone conely. 
sion that the armories are to be put under civil 
superintendence, and the military are to be exelud. 
ed without trial and examination, be it so. 

Mr. SHIELDS. I desire to say but a very 
few words. I have abstained from arguing the 
qnestion for a single reason. I have abstained 
even to the detriment of what I believe to be, 
great interest—and why? Sir, we have only four 
working days of the session before us, and we 
have al] the appropriation bills yet to act upon; 
and here we commence with as much fervor and 
as much zeal to debate this question as if we were 
in the first week of the session. The question 
now is taken to be whether this is to be given to 
the mechanics or to the Army, and that is to be 
debated on both sides of the Chamber. Sir, no 
mechanic will ever be put at the head of the arm- 
ories. That is out of the question. The mechan- 
ics have nothing to do with this, nor has the 
Army. These officers do not care one cent whether 
they are in or not. They get their pay independ- 
ent of that. It imposes new duties upon them, 
jut | know my colleague did not want to do any 
injustice to any one, and certainly not to the offi- 
cers or to their friends, or to us who conscien- 
tiously believe that there ought to be some little 
investigation before we act. We may be wrong 
in that. I believe we are, for as far as I can judge, 
we act more rapidly without investigation than we 
do with investigation. But, Mr. President, I am 
chairman of the Military Commitee, and | pre- 
sume that they would come to me if they would 
come to any one; and I can say that not one single 
man, either officer or friend of officer, ever called 
on me on the subject until I sent for them to come 
and give me information on the subject. So that, 
so far as Iam concerned, I can exonerate these 
gentlemen from anything of that sort. But I 
know my colleague would not wish to do these 
gentlemen injustice. 
~ Mr. DOUGLAS. I do not mean to do any man 
injustice; but is nty colleague ignorant of the fact 
that there are within the range of his eye now, in 
this Chamber, men electioneering for this very 
measure on his side of the question? I know 
them. Iseethem. They are respectable gentle- 
men. They have aright to be here; and we know it 
is so, and Senators can see them all arountl. There 
is no use, therefore, in making an issue upon any 
such question. 


Mr. SHIELDS. 


gree 


I see a good many gentlemen 


‘| in the range of my eye, but I cannot see any 


the United States, interested in this matter, except | 


the local communities around Springfield and 


Harper’s Ferry, have any objection to the present | 


system. I have heard of none. The two mili- 


tary officers in charge of the armories are occupy- | 


ing places which they do not want. I have re- |, 


whom I know to be such as my honorable col- 
leacue alludes to. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Then I know more about it 
than my colleague does. 

Mr. SHIELDS. I have not r‘sen to reopen this 
argument. I repeat that as the question now 
stands, it is only whether we shall have an inves- 
tigation and examination or not. I do not wish 
to enter at length into the question. All that I 
would do now is to call for the yeas and nays, and 
hope that the vote will be taken. 

Mr. RUSK. There has been an investigation. 
The Senate will bear me witness that I have been 
forced into this debate, spurred on by the Senator 
from South Carolina, and others, who have said 
itis the outside pressure of persons who want 
these places, that is made to have an effect on the 
vote of the Senate. That has been the burden of 
two or three speeches. There is no influence at 
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work on me. I have seen about as many army | 


officers here as others, but I have not conversed 
with them, nor have I seen or heard anything to 
‘ustify imputations on any officer or citizen. The 
Senator says there are a great many men here. 
There are many men, and many ladies about here 
too. The ladies have not attempted to influence 
me. They could have influenced me considerably 
if they had tried. [(Laughter.] 
investigation of this matter, so faras to satisfy my 
mind that it is right to put the armories under the 
direction of civil superintendence. I am not as- 
tonished at the course of the honorable Senator 
from Tennessee, for he is to some extent respon- 
sible for the introduction of the military system. 
This subject has been before the Committee on 
Military Affairs in the House of Representatives, 
and a report was made upon it on the 13th of 
August, 1852, by the chairman of that committee, 
'Mr. Gorman,] a gentleman of high intelligence. 
This is what the report says: 


‘ A short time subsequent to the transfer of Colonel Tal- 
eott, four officers of the Board of Ordnance were designated 
by the Secretary of War to proceed to Europe, and visit the 
most important arsenals, cannon founderies, and manu- 
factories of small arms; and having spent a few months 
in the discharge of the duties assigned to them, they returned 
and made their report in November, 1840. From the period 
of the return of this commission from Europe, the purpose 
seems to have been systematically and pertinaciously pur 
sued by the head of that Department to place the national 
armories of the United States under the same administra- 
tive system which was found to prevail in somewhat similar 
establishments in some of the most despotic monarchies of 
Europe. If any effort was made, as doubtless it was, to in- 
fluence the then Secretary of War, the Hon. Joel R. Poin- 
sett, to favor this change, that effort proved wholly unsuc- 
cessful. 

‘¢ On the 4th of March, 1841, a new Administration came 
into power, when Mr. Bell, yielding too ready an ear to 
the suggestions and recommendation of the ordance offi- 
cers 


As the committee say, I do notsay so— 


—<on the Ist of April, 1841, within a few weeks after his 
appointment as Secretary of War, dismissed the civil super- 
intendents from office, and appointed military officers to 
take the charge of these establishments. How far this step 
was in accordance with, or in violation of law, the commit- 
tee will not stop here to inquire. " . * 

“In the session of 1841-742, the attention of Congress was 


I have made an | 


invited to the subject, and itis much to be regretted that it | 
was not brought forward as an independent measure of | 


policy, instead of being blended as it was with the pro- 


visions of a bill for the general reorganization of the Army. | 


And yet, even in that form, when first submitted to the Sen- 
ate, that body, by a vote of near two to one, after debate, 
struck out the section legalizing the military superintenden- 
cies. A change of opinion was subsequently produced in 
that body by a manuscript statement of important facts, 
prepared and signed by the head of the Ordnance Depart 
ment, and placed upon the desk of each Senator on the 
morning of the day upon which the bill was acted upon, 
and which statement it is confidently believed and asserted 
could not then and cannot now be sustained by impartial 
evidence. In the House of Representatives the opposition 
to the introduction of the military system into our national 
armories was decided, firm, and unyielding, until the dif- 
ferences between the two Houses reached that point that it 
became necessary to yield to this feature of the Senate’s 
bill, or lose altogether an important measure of general 
policy. 

‘It was under these circumstances that this system, of 
which precedents can only be found among the most des- 
potic monarchies of Europe, was carried—a measure which 
resulted in driving from employment hundreds of the most 
intelligent and valuable mechanies which this Government 
ever had in its employment, and which now operates with 
a crushing and deadening influence upon the spirits and en- 
terprise of those whose necessities still force them into the 
service of this branch of the Government. 

“The committee, after the most careful examination, 


have not been able to perceive one beneficial result which | 
has been derived to the Government from the substitution | 


of the military for the civil superintendency. 
** It has not reduced the price of the musket’?»—— 


The committee say it has not reduced the price of | 


the musket— 


—‘** but, on the contrary, when the large outlay for new ma- | 


chinery is estimated ; when the price of labor and materials 
under the two systems—the substitution of the percussion 
for the flint lock—are considered, the price gust be regarded 
— the present system as greater than it was under the 
ormer. 


“It has not promoted economy in the general expendi- 
ture of these establishments. ’’ 


I hope the honorable Senator from South Car- 
olina [Mr. Burier] will listen to the reading of 
this report. 


The Collins line of steamers fur- | 


nishes him a knock-down argument to anything | 


that I can say on the subject of economy, and he 


even proposes to institute a comparison of votes | 


with me in that respect. Well, I will submit to 


it. It will be remembered that a day or two since | 


more than a million of dollars were appropriated 


for fortifications, which are a dead expense to the | 
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Mr. BUTLER. I did not vote for that, so that 
the gentleman has not got me there. {Laughter. } 

Mr. RUSK. I saw a good many of the gen- 

> : - 

tleman’s associates who did vote for these amend- 
ments. I voted against them. That was a dead 
weight and dead expense, in my opinion. How- 
ever, | will go on with the report of the committee 
relating to the economy of the course pursued at 
the armories. Perhaps the Senator will take that, 
as he does not seem disposed to believe in my 
economy. The committee say: 

és It has not promoted economy in the general expendi 
ture of these establishments; but, on the contrary, a tendency 
to waste and extravagance, has been manifested in tearing 
down buildings before deemed ample and commodious, and 
in the erection of dwellings of unnecessary size and mag 
nificence, and other expenditures made there, all of which 


will appear in the large appropriation asked from Congress 
and made for such purposes.” 


Sir, the history of our legislation shows the 
continual increase in this item of expense, in the 
appropriation bill. It has been continually in- 
creasing. 

* The principal argument relied upon for the change of 
system was, that it was an item of a plan for a general re 
duction of expenses. It was said that the Ordnance officers 
were already in the employment of the Government at fixed 
pay without sufficient duties to perform ; that they could be 
conveniently spared as substitutes for the civil superintend- 
ents, and that thus the Government could be saved the 
salary of two useless officers. ‘ The expense,’ argued the 
chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs in the Sen- 
ate, ‘ saved by the transfer of military men to these places, 
it was true, would not be much, yet the change wouid ef 
fect the abolition of two useless offices.’ The utter futility 
of this ground of economy forthe proposed change is mani 
fest not only in the fact that the Ordnance Corps has been 
since that time largely increased, but in the increased out- 
lay of money upon those establishments since the introduc- 
tion of the military system.”’ 

That is shown by every appropriation bill. 

** Not only has the existing system been without any ben 
eficial results to the Government, butits operation has been 
injurious in the adoption and extension of a principle hos 
tile to the character and genius Of our instituUons, and in 
the spirit of deep-seated discontent which it has produced 
among the operatives wherever it has been enforced.”’ 

That is what the Committee on Military Affairs 
of the Hlouse say. ‘That is the result of their in- 
vestigation, and let it stand for what it is worth. 
I would ask any gentleman who is so pertina- 
ciously attacking what has been placed on this 
bill by the House of Representatives—who come 
to it with such renewed vigor after every defeat, 
and I believe they have been defeated two or three 
times upon the yeas and nays—I would ask them 
to point out any improvement in arms made under 
the pe superintendence. 

Mr. BELL. If the Senator will allow me, there 
was a vote of two thirds of the Senate the day be- 
fore yesterday for striking out this provision of 
the House, but after the lapse of twenty-four hours, 
when the bill was reported to the Senate, and the 
question was on concurring in the amendment 
made in Committee of the W hole—when, behold, 
without any further argument or debate, the vote 
of the committee was reversed. This great change 
in the sentiment of the Senate was effected in one 
night. Therefore, when the Senator says that we 
have had this question decided over and overagain, 
in favor of a civil superintendence, I say that my 
recollection is the other way, and that about two 
thirds of the members of the Senate were against 
the proposed change, only so late as the day before 
yesterday. 

I do not desire to reply at length to the Senator 
from Texas, and therefore I shall make but one 
otherremark. I shail not attempt to reply to what 
he has read from the report of the House committee, 
nor to what he has said of any responsibility of 
mine. I want to say though, as a matter of per- 
sonal justice to myself, that I have seen more of 
these gentlemen from Harper’s Ferry and from 
Springfield, who want the changes, than I have 
seen of Army officers. 

Mr. RUSK. I do not know of one. 

Mr. BELL. I treated them very civilly, and 
they stated some facts that surprised me, and I 
said to them frankly, that if those facts were true, 
1 should be in favor of the change myself; but 
when I came to inquire of others who were friend- 
IY to the military sapere: I found that 
those facts were disputed, and so I could not feel 
well assured of the truth of the matters com- 
plained of. It was upon the representations of 
several gentlemen from Springfield and Harper’s 
Ferry, suggesting that | was led into a mistake 
when I made thechange originally ,that I cameto the 
conclusion that it was best to have a joint commis- 
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sion of civilians and ordnance officers; and if the 
facts alleged were true, | made up my mind that I 
would vote in favor of the change myself; but I 
told those gentlemen that I thought they were 
probably laboring under some bias. 

In regard to the report made by the committee 
of the Hoyse. | say—without meaning any disre- 
spect to that committee, or to the House, or to any 
gentleman—that the statement that no advantage 
has been obtained in cheapness from quality of 
the arms manufactured now, over those manufac- 
tured under the civil superintendency, is totally 
unfounded in fact. Such is my judgment, from the 
best lights I could get, and I have taken some 
pains to inquire into the facts. 

Mr. RUSK. Mr. President, I know that this 
matter has been sustained by two or three votes 
of the Senate. With regard to the Army officers, 
or those individuals living around Harper’s Ferry 
and Springfield, I have had but little conversation 
with either. My vote has been given from my own 
convictions, formed after a considerable length of 
experience in the matter. In the first place, I 
take it that these officers are not mechanics. If 
they are good mechanics they are not good mili- 
tary men, and ought to give up their commissions. 
I take it they are not mechanics; and tec manufac- 
ture arms, of all things, they should be mechan- 
ics, and good mechanics. 

Sir, I desire the friends of a military super- 
intendence for these armories to point out one 


important improvement in our arms that has 
been the result of their management. I want 


one named. There have been recently several 
striking improvements. I want the friends of 
military superintendence to name one striking 


improvement in the manufacture of fire-arms 


that has come from that superintendence. They 
have claimed all that have been made. In some 
instances | have known about the facts. I know 


that some years ago, there was a gentleman here 
by the name of Fisher, a poor man, a mechanic, 
with a large family. He was employed at the 
arsenal in this city. He was an ingenious me- 
chanic, and invented a machine for charging per- 
cussion caps. It was for a time driven out, and 
he was not permitted to use it inside of the public 
works. It was after a time perfected, and he 
made application for a patent for it. In that, to 
my certain knowledge, he was resisted by some 
of the ordnance officers, and it lay a long time 
without his being able to procure a patent. The 
Government used the invention, however. I went 
and examined it. There it was, and they who 
opposed the patent could not deny the improve- 
ment. By this invention, three boys perform 
the labor which it required twenty-eight men todo 
before. This was the invention of a poor me- 
chanic in the employ of the United States. His 
| patent was resisted for a long time; but Govern- 
ment used the machine during the Mexican war, 
and they could not have got along without it. 
They would have had to purchase, at an expense 
| perhaps of $100,000, caps manufactured in other 
places than their owngarsenals. There was an 
actual saving of expens@to the Government by that 
| single invention of $50,000 or $60,000. Fisher 
|isdead. His widow and children are poor, and I 
believe they have never received a single dollar 
from the Gouna from that day to this. 

Mr. PEARCE. I would like to ask the Sen- 
ator whether either the military or civil superin- 
tendent has authority to direct changes in the 
manufacture of arms by their own motion? Must 
not either of them receive an order from the head 
of the Department ? 

Mr. RUSK. As to that I do not know. 

Mr. PEARCE. Then if they have not author- 
ity they are not to blame. 

Mr. RUSK. Then the whole thing ought to 
be abolished, if we cannot keep up with the im- 
provements of the age. I have not investigated 
the law on the subject, and do not know whether 
they can make improvements or not. 

Mr. SHIELDS. That is so. They cannot 
adopt any improvements in the regulation of the 
Army. 

Mr. RUSK. Then we ought to abolish them 
altogether. 

Mr. SHIELDS. I have said already, and I 
will not go over this point, that when changes are 

| adopted, there is a necessity for a uniformity 
| throughout the whole Army, so that the arms 
may be all alike. Otherwise, one man will have 
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one kind of gun, and another with different sized 
barrels, &c. 

Mr. RUSK. ‘That is an easy thing to remedy. 
They can make the bore of any size either for a 
pistol, or a musket, or rifle. That is the easiest 
thing in the world. 

Mr. SHIELDS. I merely state what the De- 
partment believes—that it is necessary to have a 
uniformity. 

Mr. RUSK. Now,1 know there have been 
improvements which have been resisted by the 
head of the Ordnance Bureau. 

Mr. SHIELDS. Yes, a great many. 

Mr. RUSK. There were improvements which 
he refused to use until] Congress forced him to do 
it. He then refused to put them in use on the 
frontier—improvements that had been tested. 

Mr. SHIELDS. The honorable Senator knows 
as well as I do that one half of these improvements 
are not worth one pinch of snuff. 

Mr. RUSK. Sol do. 

Mr. SHIELDS. And that no man who has 
any knowledge of arms would risk a platoon with 
these fanciful, quixotic improvements, but would 
take the good old-fashioned arms. 

Mr. RUSK. Sir, one hundred men, with Colt’s 
and Sharp’s rifles, will drive off five hundred with 
muskets; they can form on less ground, will cost 
less, and do ‘s much execution as five hundred 
with the musket Sharp’s rifle was another great 
improvement whic. was resisted in the same way. 
The man who inven d it was poor, and his in- 
vention was firmly resi-ted, and has not gone 
into use to any extent in the Army. All im- 
provements have been resisted. There is an im- 
provement which is being resisted now. Itisa 
primer, by the use of which there is no necessity 
for expending time to placea percussion —— 
the gun, but the gun primes itself. The United 
States, | believe, have the authority from the pat- 
entee, a gentleman by the name of Maynard, to 
use it; and yet they do not use it. Its use would 
save all the time required to put a cap on the gun, 
and that time, in an Indian fight, is worth consid- 
erable; for in the time taken to put a cap on a 
man’s gun, while the Indian is whizzing his ar- 
rows at him, may sometimes cost him his scalp. 
Ifit be true that these men have made no improve- 
mente, and can make no improvements, abolish 
the whole concern, and buy the arms. 

Mr. JAMES. Mr. President, the other day, 


when this subject was before the Senate, I took | 


no part in the debate, as the Senate well knows, 
and | do not rise for the purpose of taking any 
part in the debate now, further than simply to state 
a few matters of fact. I listened with great pleas- 
ure to the speech of the honorable Senator from 
Texas, (Mr. Rusx,]} and also to that of the hon- 
orable Senator from Illinois, [Mr. Doveras.] The 
epeech of the honorable Senator from Illinois does 
him much credit, and is one which will meet a 
ready response in the hearts of more than five 
hundred thousand mechanics in this country. But 
for the speech of the honorable Senator referred 
to, | should deem it my d@ty to go fully into the 
subject. The speech of that Senator I indorse m 
fall, as embodying my own sentiments. 


Sir, it has been said here that influences have 


been brought to bear upon us; hyt no influence 
has been brought to bear on me, except the influ- 
ences of my own heart. Sir, I claim no higher 
title than that of amechanic. Ihave worked with 
the mechanic at the forge; I have worked with him 
at the anvil, at the lathe, at the engine, and the 
work-bench, and in all the departments of his pro- 
fession, and while | may have a seat on this floor 
I shall be the advocate for the mechanic. Asa 
class, we owe more to them than to any other 
class of citizens in our country. Should our 
country be invaded, they would rally to a man 
under our flag, and cheerfully‘submit to all the 
hardships and dangers incident to military life and 
rule; but as citizens in private life, in the legitimate 
occupations and pursuits incident to their mechan- 
ical professions, they will not submit to military 
dictation. 

In regard to the cost of the musket, as itis urged 
in the report, it is well known to the mechanics of 
this country that the improvements made within 
the last thirteen years in the tools necessary to 
make guns, or machinery of any kind, are such 
as to save one half the manual! labor; and there- 
fore all the facts that have been brought here, 
which I have seen, in regard to the cost of arms 
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| previous to 1840, and subsequent to 1840, prove 
| nothing. The question with me is, with all the 
improvements of the day, up to the present mo- 
ment, who is best qualified to superintend mechan- 
ical Operations—the practical mechanic or the 
military officer? In relation to improvements 
made at the armories, | have seen none; and in 


the efficiency of the musket, there has been no | 


improvement for the last half century, excepting 
the introduction of the percussion lock. But in 
the American rifle it has been far otherwise. That 
arm has been left in the hands of individual enter- 


it is, to say the least, five times more effective now | 


than it was twenty-five years ago. 
Sir, you may select any musket out of the three 
or four hundred thousand now standing in the 


Springfield armory, and I say here, that, with my | 


own hands, | will make an improvement on it, that 


will enable it to discharge more balls in one hour | 


| than can now be done with five such by any five 
soldiers in our service; that I will fire those balls 
twice as far, or that they will penetrate to twice 
the depth. 


These are facts which I know, and | 


which almost every mechanic in New England | 


knows. But I will not detain the Senate longer, 
for the reasons which I have stated. 
Mr. HALE. [| would inguire if the motion of 
the honorable Senator from Massachusetts to 
| amend is divisible—whether we can have a vote 


the same superintendence as before ? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. 

| tlon to strike out and insert, it is not divisible. 

Mr. HALE. 

I desire to claim the ear of the Senate for a mo- 

ment. I want to suggest to the Senator from 


| which relates to the repeal of the law putting the 


As it is a mo- | 


Let it not be divisible then. But | 


Massachusetts that the part of his amendment | 


armories under military superintendence, is en- | 


tirely nugatory, for this reason: Prior to the pas- 
sage of the act of 1842, the President had the 
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_ do not mean to run it into the ground, but [ mea 


power of appointing a military or civil superin- || 


tendent of the armories, and had exercised it. 
There was a civil superintendent appointed prior 
to the act of 1841; and in April, 1841, the Senator 


from Tennessee, [Mr. Bev, then being Secretary 


‘ 
Feb. 26, 
to give notice—as I find notices are in th 
—that when the Navy appropriation b 
up, I shall endeavor to have an amendme 
to put the workshops in our naval yards unde 
civil superintendence. I do not want your blac. 
smiths there to have epaulettes Over them more 
than at Springfield. 1 want to be consistent, | 
want to carry everything out as it ought to be, | 


e fashion 
ll comes 
nt framed 


* Mean 
to carry it out, and have a general emancipation 


of mechanics from military and naval despotism. 


al « || and I want to abolish white slavery that far, and 
prise, and such has been the improvement in it that | 


have the principle operating through all our de. 
partments. For these reasons I go for a civil gy. 
perintendency. But as I said I would not make 
a speech, I will sit down. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and bejn 
taken, resulted—yeas 29, nays 24; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Atchison, Badger, Bayard, Bell, go, 
land, Butler, Charlion, Clarke, Cooper, Davis, Dawson 
De Saussure, Fish, Fitzpatrick, Foot, Geyer, Gwin, Jones 
of Tennessee, Mangum, Miller, Morton, Pearce, Phelps 
Sebastian, Shields, Smith, Spruance, Underwood, an4 
Walker—29. ; 

NAYS—Mesers. Adams, Bright, Brodhead, Cass, Chane 
Dodge of Wisconsin, Dodge of fowa, Douglas, Felch, Hale’ 
Hamlin, Houston, Hunter, James, Jones of Lowa, Mason, 
Norris, Rusk, Seward, Soulé, Sumner, Toucey, Wade, an} 
W eller—24. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. BRIGHT. I desire to submit an amend. 


; {| lanatory of one which was ado , 
upon that part of it which puts the armories under | woney See y pted yes 


terday. I presume there will be no objection to jt, 
It is to insert at the end of the provision in regard 
to the purchase of a site for the western military 
asylum, the following: 

But nothing in the eighteenth section of the act approved 
August 31, 1852, making appropriations for the support of 
the Army, shall be construed as directing the purchase of 
the Blue Lick Springs, or the lands atiached thereto, ip 
preference to any other site. 

That is merely carrying out what was agreed to 
yesterday. When raised the point as to whether 
any Senatorunderstood the amendment which was 
made yesterday to direct the purchase of the Blue 


'| Lick Springs as a site in preference to any other, 


every Senator who responded, said, ‘* Certainly 
not.”? The amendment merely puts on paper the 


| fact that we do not direct the selection of that in 


of War, appointed a military superintendent over | 
it, who continued until 1842, when the act passed. | 


Now, if you pass this amendment in this int to | 
repeal it, and provide that the armories shall be | 


under the same superintendence that they were || 


prior to the passage of the act of 1842, what will 
you do? Why, you destroy both of them. 
superintendence immediately preceding that was 


The || 


a military superintendence, and it had been for | 


eighteen months previously to the passage of the 
act. So, if you require that the superintendence 
shall be the same asit was before you passed that 
act, what have you got, then, but a military su- 


perintendence; or to make the most favorable state- | 
ments of it, a right to put either a military man | 


ora civilian there ? 
claimed for it. 
as it is now, you just put it back exactly to where 
the Senator from Massachusetts proposes to put it 


That is the best that can be 


by the amendment; because, prior to the passage | 


of the law of 1842, we had a military superintend- 
ent, who had been appointed by General Harri- 
son’s Secretary of War, who held office for eigh- 


| teen months under that law which you propose 


notice yesterday that at ¢ 


to restore. 

Mr. HOUSTO... Will the Senator give way 
for a moment, to aliow me to givea notice? [ gave 
ne o’clock to-day I would 

move to take up the resoi.t'ons submitted by the 
honorable Senator from Michigan in relation to 
Cuba and colonization; but in consequence of the 
| anxiety expressed by gentlemen, the chairmen of 
several committees who are anxious and urgentto 
bring on the public business to-day and try to dis- 
pose of it, | will not call them up now, but give 
notice that at twelve o’clock on Monday 1! will 
move to take up those resolutions. 

Mr. HALE. Having made that explanation, 
Ido not mean to make a speech; but I want to 
say that I shal! vote for the civil superintendence. 
It has always been my feeling, my conviction, 
my expression; and the only. hesitancy which I 
had was this, that it was connected wzith personal 
charzes against these officers. I understand that 


| for the civil superintendence. And now I want 


But, then, if you repeal the law || 


preference to any other. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I hope the Senate 
will not agree to that amendment. I will not con- 
sume time by speaking, but I hope it will be voted 
down. 

Mr. BRIGHT called for the yeas and nays on 
the amendment; and they were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 22, nays 30; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bayard, Borland, Bright, Brodhead, 
Cass, Chase, Dodge of Wisconsin, Douglas, Felch, Hale, 
Hamlin, Houston, Hunter, Jones of Iowa, Mallory, Mason, 
Norris, Pettit, Sumner, Toucey, Wade, and Walker—22. 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Atchizon, Badger, Bell, Brooke, 


|| Butler, Chariton, Clarke, Cooper, Davis, Da@eon, De 


Saussure, Dodge of Iowa, Fish, Foot, Geyer, Gwin, Jones 
of Tennessee, Mangum, Miller, Morton, Pearce, Phelps, 
Rusk, Sebastian, Seward, Smith, Spruance, Underwood, 
and Weller—30. 


So the amendment was rejected. 

The amendments to the bill were then ordered 
to be engrossed, and the bill to be read a third 
time. It was read a third time and passed. 

CIVIL AND DIPLOMATIC BILL. 

Mr. HUNTER. I move that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the civil and diplo- 
matic appropriation bill. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I hope not. I desire 
to take up Bennett’s land bill to-day. If it is not 


‘taken up to-day, I am afraid it will not be taken 


up atall. Ido not propose to discuss it. I be- 
lieve arrangements have been made, after a great 
deal of consideration, that will be satisfactory per- 
haps to the Senate and the members of the Houee; 
and | propose to offer a substitute for the bill. If 
the Senate will take it up and let it be voted on, I 
will not say one word upon it, unless forced into 


|it. I hope it may have precedence, and that 


the motion of the Senator from Virginia will not 
revail. 

Mr. HUNTER. I explained to the Senate 
this morning why it was necessary to take up the 
civi! and diplomatic ers bill. 

Mr. WALKER. I do not know what the 
view of the Senator from Kentucky may be about 
discussing this land bill, but the proposition never 


to be disclaimed entirely. The thing-is put upon || can pass the Senate without discussion, and thet, 
its merits, and when it ig put upon its merits I am |! too, of the most full and serious character, 


Mr. HUNTER. 


I hope we will not discuss 
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the question of taking it up. I hope we will be 
allowed to have the sense of the Senate upon the 
quesuon. 
“Mr. UNDERWOOD. If gentlemen are dis- 
osed to consume time, the responsibility will be 
with them. I hope the bill may be taken up and 
disposed of. 

Mr. Henter’s motion was agreed to; and the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded 
to the consideration of the bill from the House 
making appropriations tor the civil and diplomatic 
expenses of the Government for the fiscal year 
ending the 30th June, 1854. 

Mr. HUNTER. I now make the motion of 
which I gave notice this morning. I ask that the 
amendments reported from the Committee on Fi- 
nance may be taken up and acted upon in gross, 
and then when they are printed, each Senator will 
he able on Monday to designate any particular 
amendment upon which he may desire a separate 


yote. 

Mr. WALKER. If we adopt that course, and 
let the bill be in that manner amended, what time 
shall we have to examine the amendments, and de- 
termine for ourselves whether we will concur in 
the action done as in Committee of the Whole? It 
seems to me we had better take this day on the 
civil and diplomatic bill, hear the amendments of 
the Committee on Finance, pass upon them, and 
let the bill be printed for Monday, in the condition 
which we leave it, or if there be no serious objec- 
tion, act upon it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
would suggest to the Senator from Virginia, that 
the best mode of avoiding the consumption of time 
would be that by common consent the bill should 
be reported to the Senate immediately. It will 
then be open toamendments and the amendments 
can be submitted and ordered to be printed. By 
that means the Senate will get rid of going through 
the amendments twice. 

Mr. GWIN. The amendments reported from 
the Committee on Finance were agreed upon 
unanimously. Every disputed question has been 
reserved, in order that it should be brought for- 
ward hereafter. The object is to have the amend- 
ments which have been reported acted upon to- 
day as in Committee of the Whole, and then have 
the bill reported to the Senate, when it will still be 
open to amendment. Those amendments could 
be printed, and they would be brought up again 
on Monday in the Senate, when those which are 
likely to be disputed would also come up. 

Mr. HUNTER. The plan proposed by the 
Chair will suit me—to let the bill be reported to 
the Senate at once, if Sena‘ors are willing. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. Before we agree to that, 
[ desire to propound an inquiry to the honorable 
chairman of the Committee on Finance. [ want 
to know whether the Committee on Finance have 
reported an amendment to this bill changing the 
tariff of 1846, and giving certain privileges to rail- 
road companies, and taking the duty off railroad 
iron? 

Mr. GWIN. No; but we will. 
Senator that he will get it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
will then report the bill to the Senate, if there be 
no amendment proposed. 

Mr. BUTLER. I object to that mode of act- 
ing. The only securities against dangerous legis- 
lation are these vetoes of form. 

No amendment being proposed, the bill was re- 
ported to the Senate, and amendments were then 
offered from the Committee on Finance. 

The first amendment reported from the Com- 
mittee on Finance was in the clause “‘ for miscel- 
laneous items,’’in the expenses of the Senate, 
‘* $10,000,” to strike out ** $10,000,’ and insert 
“ 20,000.” 

Mr. HUNTER. That is %o restore it to the 
estimate which was cut down in the House. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the committee was in 
the clause for the compensation of the Secretary 
of the Treasury and Assistant Secretary of the 
Treasury, clerks, messenger, and assistant mes- 
senger, in his office, $32,050," to strike out 
‘* $32,050,”" and insert ‘‘ $33,750.” 

Mr. HUNTER. That is to make the item 
correspond with the estimate. It was cut down 
in the House without any reason that the Com- 
mittee on Finance could see. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


I notify the 
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The next amendment of the committee was in 
the clause ‘“‘ For compensation of the Fifth Aud- 
itor,’’ (of the Treasury,) ‘‘and the clerks and 
messenger in his office, $11,400," to strike out 
*©$11,400,”’ and insert ‘* 13,550,”’ to restore the 
estimate. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the committee was to 
insert after the foregoing clause the following: 

For an additional clerk in the office of the Fifth Auditor. 
21,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the committee was to 
strike out of the bill: 

“For compensation of the 
Board, £5,900 ;”* 


And insert in lieu thereof 


clerks of the Light-House 


For compensation of the clerks and messenger of the 
Light-House Board, 36,400. 
Mr. HUNTER. That restores the estimate 


for the messenger, which was cut off by the 
House. 
The amendment was agreed to 


The next amendment of the committee was in 
the clause ‘For labor, blank-books, sealing ships’ 
registers, translating foreign languages, ad vertis- 
ing and extra clerk hire,’’ &c., under the head 
of contingent expenses of the Treasury Depart- 
ment, by inserting after the word “ languages’”’ 
the words *‘ transmission of Mediterranean pass- 
ports and sea letters, carrying the Department 
mails,’’ and raising theappropriation from $8,550 
to $8,950. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the committee was in 
the clause ** For labor and other miscellaneous 
‘items, and for additional cases for filing the ac- 
‘counts of the First and Fifth Auditors, and the 


‘Commissioner of the General Land Office, 
*$1,000,’’ to strike out ** $1,000,” and insert 


* $2,000.” 
The amendment wes agreed to. 


The next amendment of the committee was to 
strike out of the bill the following: 

‘* Provided, That neither the office of the Secretary of 
the Inte ior, nor any bureau thereof other than ‘the Patent 
Office, shall be located in the Patent Office Building until 
directed by law.”’ 

Mr. HUNTER. That is a proposition to strike 
out the proviso that prevents the Secretary of the 
Interior from using the Patent Office Building. 

Mr. WALKER. It 1s preciseiy such a propo- 
sition as | hope will not be adopted. It will be 
recollected that for two or three sessions back, I 
have remonstrated against the use of the Patent 
Office fund in the construction of buildings for other 
Departments of the Government. This use has 
been the subject of complaint upon the part of the 
largest class in the country; but a class, while it 
outnumbers all others, which cannot makeas much 
noise and complaint as others, for it has not the 
public press at command, or the ability to employ 
agents to wait upon Congress to enlighten them 
in regard to their duties. That fund was created 
out of the fees and emoluments arising to the 
Patent Office, in the granting of patents, &c. Now, 

| it has been appropriated to the extension of the 
Patent Office Building, and after it has been thus 
used, and the Patent Office has been extended, it 
is proposed to locate therein another Department 
of the Government. I think it is wrong. The 
old Patent Office has never been used for the pur- 
pose for which it was constructed. A great num- 
ber of models, particularly rejected ones, are lying 
thrown together in heaps, broken, and cannot be 
seen, in the basement story, while a museum, or 
national cabinet of curiosities, occupies the only 
exhibition room in the old Patent Office. Thatis 
the room in which it was designed that the models 
should be exhibited; it has never been used for 
that purpose, but it has been used more for the 
purpose of amusement to the public. I made an 
effort to get the cabinet of curiosities removed 
to the Smithsonian Institution, where it seems 
they properly belong, according to law; but the 
proposition was defeated, and they are to be con- 
tinued in the old Patent Office, while the patent 
fund has been expended to create more room for 
the purposes of the Patent Office; and it is now 
| even proposed that it shall not have that room, 
but that the Department of the Interior shal! oc- 
cupy it. It is useless to go onin this way. You 
are not diminishing your rents a particle. You 
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are paying, year after year, rent upon twice as 
much capital as it would take to erect a proper 
building for the Department of the Interior; but 
you will not erect one, and you are going on now 
to locate the Department of the Interior in the 
Patent Office, and leave all the difficulties hereto- 
fore existing in regard to the Patent Office still to 
exist. When will yeu have an exhibition room 
in the Patent Office for models ? Go and try to get 
a model there now, and you will find the half of 
them—and nearly all of the rejected ones—broken. 
They are thrown together in a promiscuous heap 
and piled in the basement; and so it must continue, 
unless you adopt the provision incorporated in 
the bill by the House. That provision is of this 
character: 


** That neither the office of the Secretary of the Interior, 
nor any bureau thereof, other than the Patent Office, shall 
be located in the Patent Office Building until directed by 
law.’ 

That, in my opinion, is what ought to be done. 
No other bureau than the Patent Office should be 
located there. The fund has gone to construct it 
for that purpose. The country is interested in it; 
the inventors, mechanics, and all persons who wish 
to examine the models, are interested in it; they 
want to see them; they cannotdo it now. I hope 
the provision will be retained, and that the Senate 
will vote down the proposition of the Committee 
on Finance. 

Mr. HUNTER. If the Senate votes down the 
proposition of the Committee on Finance, the re- 
sult will be, that the Government will be forced to 
rent rooms for public offices when they have rooms 
of their own vacant. These wings have been 
erected under contributions from the Treasury of 
the United States. They have cost far more than 
anything which was contributed from the Patent 
Office; and one of the arguments used—and upon 
which we voted to have them built—was that it 
was politic to put up buildings of our own, rather 
than to hire imperfect, unsuitable buildings from 
private individuals. It seems to me, therefore, 
eminently proper that we should strike out this 
clause, for unless we do, we shall have to buy 
buildings or rent them from private individuals, © 

Mr. WALKER. [It is claimed by the chair- 
man of the Committee on Finance, that unless 
we strike out this provision, and give the Govern- 
ment the room for the purpose which is named, 
we shall have vacant room, not used for any pur- 
pose. Now, let me ask that Senator if he has 
ever entered into a computation of the extent of 
room which would be required to exhibit each in- 
dividual model as it ought to be exhibited, and as 
its design demands that it should be exhibited? 
If he has not, I have. I wish I had the tables 
here, which [ have in my possession, which were 
made out by a gentleman who was most cormpe- 
tent to investigate the matter, and make the com- 
putation. Those tables show that in the whole 
eastern wing of the Patent Office Building, there 
will not be room enough to exhibit the models 
which there are in the building now, and that even 
when the west wing is completed, there will be 
scarcely room enough for the whole of the modele, 
together with the rooms now used for exhibition. 
This isa fact. It isa demonstrable fact. The 
whole number of models was taken into the esti- 
mate, and the amount of room which each would 
require, to be appropriately exhibited, and the re- 
sult of the calculation showed that the east wing, 
together with the exhibition room in the old part 
of the Patent Office, in which the cabinet of curi- 
osities is now placed, would be insufficient. But 

we are not to havethe cabinetroom. That is ex- 

cluded from the estimate, because it is devoted to 
the cabinet of curiosities, and the computation 
shows that if the curiosities remain where they are, 
we shall require al] the roum in the east wing and 
in the west wing also, in order to exhibit the 
modals which have been already projected. 
There is nodanger that there will be any excess 
of room. It is all wanted now. I wish some gen- 
tleman here would go to the Patent Office and try 
to find a particular model. I undertook to find 
one, at the request of one of my constituents, and 
I learned that it would take at least four days’ 
work of a man diligently employed to handle over 
the models in the room where it was to be looked 
for, and that very likely even then it would notbe 
seen. I abandoned the search, and had togive up 
the idea of getting the information which I wanted 
to send to my constituent, who had written to me 
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they have made good and useful inventions, and 


they are falling back into despair when they can- | 


not find the models already out. I repeat that the 
east wing will not only not furnish too much room, 
but when the west wing is completed, there will 
be none too much, if the cabinet of curiosities is 
to remain in the exhibition room of the old build- 
ing 

Mr. HUNTER. 
difficulty in exhibiting the models. 
take up as much room as they please. 


I apprehend there will be no | 
They may | 
dut there | 


is ample space in the exhibition room, | appre- 


hend. 
Mr. WALKER. 
Mr. HUNTER. 
Patent Office for exhibition, and is there nota 
corresponding one in the wing? And there are a 


There is not. 


great many rooms in the building besides the ex- | 


hibition room. 


I hope the question will be taken. 
Mr. DAVIS. 


Is there not one hall in the | 


I would ask the chairman of the | 


committee whether it is proposed to make any | 


other use of ‘this building than is appropriate for 
the purposes of the Patent Office ? 

Mr. HUNTER. It is proposed that until the 
Patent Office requires the rooms, as there is more 
room than is needed now, it may be used for other 
Government purposes. The Secretary of the In- 


terior desires it for a portion of his clerks, and if 


there is room there for the purpose, it will save 
the money of the Government to do it, and it 
seems to me it would be eminently proper. 


Mr. DAVIS. 


I am opposed to any such use 


as that, for reasons which I will express in a very | 


few words. ‘This building is erected for the pur- 
pose of a Patent Office. Its model and construc- 


tion is adapted to the particular uses of that | 


office. 
the building in order to introduce a parcel of clerks 
from another Department 

signed to be open halls. 


These rooms are de- 
They are fitted and 
adapted to the purpose for which the building 
was made, and | would regret more than I can 
express to see a building so beautiful as that 
marred and eut to pieces, in order to be divided 
into rooms for the accommodation of clerks. 1 
am opposed to it altogether. I quite agree with 
the Senator from Wisconsin—— 

Mr. HUNTER, Does the gentleman suppose 


In the first place, you will have to mar | 


this proposition would interfere with the plan of | 


the Patent Office? The original plan is continued. 
They have a large exhibition room in each of the 
wings. It is not proposed to cut that up. But 
there are other rooms. 

Mr. DAVIS. There may be other rooms. I 
am not possessed of all the facts with regard to 
that. But as this establishment is one of itself, 
disconnected in a great measure with other mat- 
ters, and as it is an establishment of a peculiar 
character, and of very great interest to the public, 
I prefer to keep it by itself. And I doubt very 


much whether you can introduce any considerable | 


number of clerks without interfering with the gen- 
eral arrangement of the building. 


this amendment will not 
bill will remain as it is in that portion of it. 

Mr. JAMES. If the honorable Senator from 
Virginia will so amend his amendment as to give 
first to the Commissioner of Patents all the room 
that he may require, I say thatthe balance, ifany, 
may yo the use of the Interior Department. To 
this | have no objection. Butunless that is done, 
I shall oppose it; because there are now in the 
basement of the Patent Office Building some nine 
thousand models, made by the mechanics of this 


But, without 
detaining the Senate, I wil express the hope that | 
adopted, and that the | 





country, who have paid their thirty dollars each, | 


besides other expenses for examination, with a || 


view to obtaining patents, and these models now 
lie there rotting, and being crushed by their own 
weight. Ifthe honorable Senator will change his 
amendment in the manner | have proposed, I will 
not oppose it. 

Mr. DAVIS. I willsuggest that if these clerks 
once get in there, the Senator will not get them 
out during his residence here. 

Mr. JAMES. If the Commissioner has a right 
to take all the room he wants, they will not get 
in there, for he wants all the room, and more 
too, 

Mr. CLARKE. I fee! that it is necessary for 
me to state somewhat my recollections in regard 
to the discussions that have taken place here, and 
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for it. There are hundreds of men who think || Office Building. I think it was three years ago 


| What are you to do with it? 





when a proposition was made to build the wings of 
the Patent Office. A gentleman who is well re- 
membered by you, sir, by me, and by every gen- 
tleman in the Chamber, who has been as Jong 
here-as you and I, took a great deal of pains to 


| ascertain whether an extension of the Patent Office 


was really necessary. He came tothe conclusion 
that no addition was necessary; that. there was 
sufficient room in the Patent Office Building as it 
was then, for all the models and all the curiosities 
of natural science that had been collected there. 
dut it was thought proper to make an appropriation 
for building the east wing, and at that time it was 
urged that whatever room might not be necessary 
for the Patent Office would be advantageous to 
other branches of the Government, particularly 
to the office of the Secretary of the Interior. 
There was then said to be about $225,000 that had 
been collected and gathered from patent rights. It 
was appropriated towards the building of the 
eastern wing. It has goneon. The Congress of 
the United States has frona time to time made ap- 
propriations amounting to at least $600,000 over 
and above the $225,000. 
But it proves that the east wing is necessary to 
a certain extent for the uses of the Patent Office. 
At the last session an appropriation of $150,000 
was made for continuing the erection of the west 
wing, and that was done with the distinct under- 
standing that that wing was wanted for the De- 
partment of the Interior. If the western wing is 
to be erected at an expense of probably $800,000 
or perhaps $1,000,000, in addition to the eastern 
wing, and all is to be appropriated to the uses of 
the Patent Office, when three or four years ago 
the Patent Office wanted no addition, what are we 
doing? It appears to me we are absolutely piling 
up marble upon marble, rooms upon rooms, for a 
Department of the Government that requires no 
extension whatever. The proposition now is, 
as I understand, to permit a certain portion of it 
to be used for other purposes of the Government. 
Then, again, you are going on to provide for the 
western wing, and what are you to do with it? 
Something is said about the large collection of 
models. We know that thereis a large collection 
of models everywhere. When human ingenuity 
begins its attempts to embody its suggestions, it 
will produce a large number of models, but much 
the larger proportion of them are of no use, and 
are as well put away in the basement of the build- 
ing as anywhere else. For myself, 1 believe that 
the old building is sufficient for all that is valua- 
ble in the present Patent Office. The new build- 
ing may be used for other, perhaps similar pur- 
poses, if it is necessary it should be. It has been 
built. The western wing is now to be built. 


bition room is two hundred and seventy feet long 
and seventy wide. That will hold all that has 
been collected there for the last ten years, which 
it is desirable to have exhibited to the public. In 
addition to that, in order to carry out the original 
plan of the Patent Office, you have to build on the 
northern side precisely such a building as there is 
on the southern. ‘That is the original plan, as the 
Senate will recollect. The four sides are to be 
constructed. Is all that to be used by the Patent 
Office? Will any gentleman say that, in your 
day or mine, or that of the youngest child there 
is here, the Patent Office will require all the four 
sides of that square? No, sir. It is never to be 
thought of. 

You are now paying $20,000 a year for the rent 
of a building for the public offices, when they 
might all be accommodated in that western wing 
when it is built, and at this moment one half of 


those who occupy a hired building in this city | 


might be accommodated in the eastern wing. I 


have felt bound to state these circumstances, be- | 


cause they are within my knowledge, and they 


| were a matter of discussion, particularly between 
| a former Senator from New York (Mr. Dickin- 


son) and myself. I feel it necessary to state them 


_to show that the amendment should be agreed 


the action of the Senate in relation to this Patent || 


to. 
Mr. WALKER. The Senator will! see, by 
looking at the entire proposition, that his remarks 
are inapplicable. He asks what objection there 
is to some other Department or bureau occupying 
the west wing of the Patent Office when it shall 
be completed? That is not the proposition before 
us. The whole provision is this: 


OBE, 


|| of the Department of the Interior. 


The present exhi- | 








i] “ Contingent expenses of east wing of the P 
Building, viz: For labor, fuel, lights, and in 
| penses, $2,200.” 


- 


atent Office 
cidental ex. 


It is in that provision, in regard to the east 
wing, that this inhibition is contained, which 
comes from the House of Representatives: - 
66 Provided, That neither the office of the Secretary of 
the Interior, nor any bureau thereof, other than the Patent 
Office, shall be located in the Patent Office Building until 
directed by law.”’ , 
We know that no part of the west wing has 
been built so that it can be occupied, according to 
that provision. There will be plenty of time to 
speak of the west wing when that is completed 
One other remark. At the time the appropria. 
tion was made at the last session, for the wel 
| wing, it was argued that it was necessary to put 
it up to a certain height so that it would be out of 
danger, and if I remember right, a clause jn the 
civil and diplomatic appropriation bill of the last 
session contains a provision in these terms, that 
| it shall be built to a certain height, so as to be out 
of danger. 
Then we have the plan of completing the west 
wing; and [ repeat what I said before, that the 
present front building, together with the east wine 
is not more than sufficient for Patent Office pur 
poses; and when the west wing shal! be construct. 
ed, and much more when the north front shal! 
be constructed, it will be time enough to take into 
consideration whether there will be any more 
| room than is necessary. But for the present | 
hope Congress will refuse to let any Departments 
| of the Government locate themselves in the build- 
| ing. They can only do so by adopting the meas- 
ure as it comes from the House of Representa- 
tives. 
Mr. CLARKE. The honorable Senator from 
Wisconsin is mistaken. [ am not so much in 
fault as he. I was not speaking of the applica- 
| tion of this provision to the western wing, be- 

cause the western wing is not erected. And it 
| is my opinion that one half the western wing will 
| not be necessary for any purpose required by the 
| Patent Office. I understand that the proposition 
| is to allow the Secretary of the Interior to use any 

portion of the Patent Office which is not wanted 

for the purposes of the Patent Office. The De- 
| partment of the Interior propose to remove there. 

The western wing is being built; and, not being 

desired for the use of the Patent Office, it is to be 
built for the location of the Department of the 
Interior, if itis necessary. The northern front is 
| to be added to it. Now, if there are any vacant 
_ rooms which are left, they are destined for the use 
I do not see 
| the necessity for all the room there will be in the 
| building for the uses of the Patent Office. That 
| is all the difference that there is between the Sen- 
ator and myself. I am for allowing the present 
rooms, which are not wanted for the Patent Office, 


ria. 


| to be used by the Department of the Interior; and 


| if | were here when the western wing should be 
| completed, I would be in favor of using it entirely 
| for that purpose. 
| Mr. HUNTER. Since this debate has com- 
menced, I have been informed by one who knows 
| the facts in the case, that there are twenty-eight 
roomsin the east wing of the Patent Office. There 
is one large exhibition room besides, as I said, 
| two hundred and seventy feet long and seventy 
} feet wide, which will, when it is finished, contain 
all the useful models now in the Patent Office. 
The room is now occupied by the Metropolitan 
Mechanics’ Institute, and will be vacant and fin- 
ished by the firstof June. ‘There is room enough 
| in that iced hall for the exhibition of the models, 
and the other twenty-eight rooms we might leave 
at the disposition of the Secretary of the Interior. 
By this restriction, the House of Representatives 
seems to suppose that the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior will not do justice. It interposes between 
him and ,one of the bureaus of his own Depart- 
| ment. Unless, indeed, it be contemplated, as I 
almost suspect, to erect this Patent Office Bureau 
| into a separate department of the Government, I 
cannot conceive why they are not willing to leave 
it under the Department of the Interior, where it 
_ now belongs. - 
| Mr. CASS. I cannot possibly see any objec- 
tion to putting this building at the disposition of 
the head of the Department. He must be the best 
| judge of what is wanting. We do not know. If 
| there is more room wanted, the head of the De- 
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nartment is the proper person to judge of thats aed 
sail doubtless do what ought to be done. 
Mr. WALKER. That comes with a good deal 
| expressed no opinion about what the 
oming Seeretary of the Interior willdo. 1 be- 
lieve whoever he may be, he will do right. Lam 
‘ostified in presuming that, for to presume the 
sontrary would be to accuse him, whoever he may 
and not knowing who he is, with doing wrong 


wi 


ot force. 


vefore it is shown. 
what is said by the Senator from Michigan is 
dispro wed by the facts as they have appeared to 
» American public. The Secretary of the Inte- 
rior has not done justice to the class of whom I 
was speaking. He has tumbled, or suffered to be 
kept tumbled, in the basement story of the build- 
ing, mouldering and rotting, broken and trampled 
un ider foot, the models. He has done itculpably, 
ifat the same time there wa8 any room into which 
he could have put them for the benefit of the pubiic. 
Iam not going to presume against facts that the 
Secretary of the Interior knows better than we do 
vhat ought to be done. I say if he knows it, and 
refuses to do right, it demands the coercive power 
of Congress over him. It is folly to tell me that 
the Secretary of the Interior knows what is right, 
when I know that whether he knows ii or not, he 
will not do it. We know that it has been argued 
in Congress that he is determined to thrust the 
Department of the Interior into that building. 
Then does he know better than | do? Havel not 
sone there to look for models, and have I not 
found them broken, and have I not been com- 
nelled to trample on them? Are the models to be 
eft in that way? If he does not know more than 
that, he does not know his duty. A class of people 
are appealing to us, not through the press, but in 
strong and pathetic terms, to take care of their in- 
terest. [tis the laboring elase-—the mechanics, the 
inventors. We have heard a great deal of sympa- 
thy expressed here this morning for them in a 
matter in which’ they were not interested, but 
when we touch their real interest, they have to 
give way to the Department of the Interior, and 
its clerks. Its hirelings must be turned upon them, 
and their interest must be kept back. ‘The Secre- 
tary of the Interior, | repeat, has either not known 
his duty, or knowing it he would not execute it; 
or if knowing it, he was willing to execute it, he 
has not had the power, because he has not had the 
room, and now when he is about to have the room, 
we are to take it from the purpose for which it 
was designed. I am not going to yield to this 
appeal to us to give up ever ything to the Secretary 
of the Interior when I have this example before 
me. 

Mr. CASS. I have no feeling about this mat- 
ter. I know nothing about it. All I want is, that 
a great public principle should not be forsaken. 
The Commissioner of Patents is just as likely to 
do wrong as the Secretary of the Interior. But 
the Secretary of the Interior acts under the direc- 
tion of the President; and with respect to whether 
there is any improper conduct in this or not, I 
say | know nothing about it. I reckon that the 
Sec retary isa gentleman whoacts honorably. But 
it will not do for the Senator to take that ground. 
If he has done wrong, impeach him; but that is 
no reason why we should not trust this matter to 
the Executive Department. I will not dispute the 
point for which the Senator contends; he has 
greatly the advantage of me, for I know nothing 
about it. Ido not think I have been in the build- 
ing once this year, and not more than three times 
lastyear. Therefore it is that I wanttorefer this 
matter to a disinterested man, who, from his posi- 
tion, his character, his responsibility to the public, 
will have to act, and to act justly. If he does not, 
impeach him; that is all. It is not the way to say 
that we will not give any power because it may 
be abused. 

Mr. JAMES. I only desire that the mechanics 
shall have what room they absolutely require. 
Perhaps Senators do not know that inventors are 

now paying into the Patent Office something like 
$85,000 per annum. The inventors pay for all 
expenses of the Government, as other citizens_do, 
and when they come to this city to perform cer- 
tain duties, instead of going to a certain Depart- 
ment or Bureau, like that of the War or the Navy, 
and having clerks to copy what they want and 
having all they ask free of charge, they are called 
upon to pay a fee of $30 to commence with, and 
certain contingent expenses afterwards. And, as 


3ut this much I will say: that © 
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I observ ed, they pay $85,000 per annum into that 
Department. All Task of the Senate is, that you 
will give to these men the reom that is al rsolutely 
and indispensably necessary. 

Mr. DAWSON. I desire to say one 
merely to my friend from Wisconsin. It has be- 
come very habitual with him, for the last two or 
three days, to become excited in speaking, and 
we might be led to believe, from -~ manner, that 
he was in anger with some public officer. He has 
announced to the country, and it w vill ro out, and 
it will generally be believed, that the Sec retary of 
the Interior has failed to disc harge his duty in re- 
lation to the Patent Office. Ido not believe that he 
meant to say that. He said he had not known 
his duty, or had wilfully failed to do it. Now, I 
know something about the manner in which the 
Patent Office is managed, and | do not believe any 
remark of that sort is justified. | never have heard 
of any charge being made against the Secretary 
from the Patent Office. Everything in that build- 
ing has been as well taken care of as it could be, 
considering the state and condition of the building. 
The building is not yet completed. Neither the 
Secretary of the Interior nor the Commissioner of 
Patents has failed to discharge his duty; and yet 
the impression made this morning ts, that there is 
something wonderfully wrong there—that the in- 
terests of the country are suffering because the 
officers have failed to do their duty. 

Mr. WALKER. Will the Senator permit me 
to interrupt him? I was replying to the honor- 
able Senator from Michigan, {[Mr. Cass.] As to 
making any charge, | was not doing anything of 
the kind. I was saying, that if he had room, 
and failed to use it, he did wrong; and I said it 
was useless for the Senator from Michigan to tell 
me that such was not the fact. In conclusion, I 
said he was wrong, if there was room in the 
building for the models to be preserved, and he 
had neglected to use it; but that if he had not had 
the room, he could not do it. | made nu charge 
whatever against the Secretary of the Interior, for 
| know as well as the Senator from Georgia that 
he has not had the room he needed, and now it is 
proposed he shall notehave it; that is, it is pro- 
posed that the Department of the Interior shall go 
into the Patent Office, and the Commissioner of 
Patents shall not have it. One word more: We 
know this, that the Department of the Interior, 
or somebody else, has done what seemed to be 
wrong to the patentees of the country and their 
building. We have kept a cabinet of curiosities 
in what was designed to be a place where the 
models of inventions could be safely deposited, 
and easily found and examined, while their models 
are turned into the basement to be trarapled upon. 

Mr. DAWSON. I am much gratified at the 
explanation of the Senator. Hence, itis not neces- 
sary to say one word since there was no charge 
made against the Commissioner or the Secretary 
of the Interior, and none was intended. 

Mr. JAMES. I did not mean to reflect upon 
the Secretary of the Interior at all; for | am per- 
fectly well aware that neither the Commissioner 
of Patents nor the Secretary of the Interior could 
go to the extent of the duty which we owe to the 

yatentees without further room. 

Mr. WALKER eailed for the yeas and nays on 
the amendment; and they were ordered. 

Mr. BORLAND. [I cannot say that I under- 
stand very clearly what is the port in dispute. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
would state to the honorable Senator, that there is 
a proviso in the bill, as sent trom the House, that, 
until directed by law, the Secretary of the Interior 
shall not use the Patent Office for any other pur- 
pose than the accommodation of the Patent Bu- 
reau. The pending amendmentof the Committee 
on Finance 1s to strike out that proviso. 


Mr. BORLAND. Then, if lunderstand it, the 


word 


Shue as it came to us from the House of 


Representatives, is to direct in what manner the 
Secretary of the Interior shall occupy the build- 
ings with the officers at his disposal. The Patent 
Office, as well as the various bureaus of the De- 
partment of the Interior, are under his direction; 
and the Patent Office Buildings, as well as the 
other buildings rented or owned by the Govern- 
| ment undeg his Department, should be within his 
direction. 
the Interior who knows his duty, and wil! do it, I 
cannot see why we should restrict him by law in 
| the use of the room which may be found in the 


Then, if we are to have a Secretary of 
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Patent Office Building, any mere than any other 
building which may be occupied by any of the 
officers connected with his Department. It is a 
matter which should be left to his diseretion. The 
Patent Bureau is under his direction, and the Pat- 
ent Office should be subject to his care and direc- 
tion. It seems to me that he is as much bound to 
take proper care of that, as of any other bureau 
in the Department; I cannot, therefore, see the ne- 
cessity for imposing this restriction upon him. 

I agree fully with the Senator from Wisconsin 
in all he has said in regard to the Patent Office. I 
think it has been somewhat neglected heretofore, 
and | h ive had occasion to complain of the oceu- 
pation of what seems to be much the 
tion of that office with a cs 


largest por- 
ibinet of curiosities, as 
bugs, reptiles, etc., in which no one takes any in- 
terest, but which were placed there to eratifv the 
curtosity of visitors to the city, who might cheose 
to go there and spend an idle hour. That cabinet 
may all be very well in itself, but it was not sufli- 
ciently valuable for the Smithsonian Institution— 
an institution which exists here for the 


and diffusion of knowledge among men 


increase 
to which 
W hen it was 
offered to them, they absolutely refused to take it: 
nd yet we find that the ) 
Patent Office is occupied with it, and in 
quence of that occupation, the models which illus- 
trate the mechanical renius of our country are 
thrust down into the basement—the damp and 
mouldering vaults of the buildir 


it was given, to give it house-room. 


largest portion of the 


conesee- 


ig occupied by the 
Patent Office, for vaults they are, dark and damp, 
and ruinous to whatever may be put in them. 
The upper portion of the 
and airy, and well 


building, which is light 
adapted for the display of the 
models, is filled with bugs and liz 
fication 


ards for the grati- 
of the visitors to Washington city, and 
those who have nothing else to do but to loungein 
a handsome room and look at something of bright 
Now, I think that a Secre- 
tary of the Interior who understands his duty, and 
will faithfully execute it, as I have 
incoming Secretary will, 


and beautiful color 


no doubt the 
should have full disere- 
tion. I am unwilling in any way to restrict his 
authority over the whole and I ex- 
pect that he will make such use of the bure Aus as 
will do justice to all. 

Mr. HALE I want to know one fact before I 
vote. A number of gentlemen have expressed a 
creat deal of confidence that the incoming Seere- 
tary of the Interior will be a very gox« 
the business. 
[Laughter.] 

The question being 


Department, 


d man to do 
I want to know who he will be. 


taken by yeas and nays 
upon the amendment, resulted— yeas 24Fna ays 22; 
as follows: 

YEAS—Meesrs. Adame, Bell, Borland, Brooke, Butler, 
Cass, Clarke, Dawson, De Sanesure, Fish, Fitzpatrick, 


Gever, Gwin, Hale, Houston, Hunter, Mangum, Mason, 
Miller, Pettit, Rusk, Soulé, Spruance, Toucey, and Wel 
ler—24 

NA YS—Meesers. Badger, Bradbury, Brodhead, Chariton, 


Chase, Davis, Dodge of lowa, Douglas, Feleh, Foot, James 
Morton, Norris, Phelps, Pratt, Sebastian, Seward, 
Sumner, Underwood, Wade, and Walker—22. 


’ 


Smith, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the committee was to 
increase the appropri ation for ** blank books, bind- 
ing, stationery, and labor,’’ from $750 to $1,250. 

Mr. HUNTER. That is to restore the item 
to the estimate. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment, which was to reduce the 
appropriation for miscellaneous items of cor tin- 
gent expenses of the Northwest Executive Build- 
ing from $1,000 to $600, was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to amend the clause 
making an appropriation for salaries of the officers 
of the Mint at Philadel phia, by authorizing the 
employment of six instead of three clerks, and 
to ie rease the appropriation from $21,000 to 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next am*ndment was to increase the ap- 
propriation for wages of workmen at the Mint at 
Philadelphia from $24,000 to $72,000. 

Mr. HU NT ER. We have proposed to in- 
crease these iterns of appropriation for the Mint 
because, since the passage of the silver coinage 
bill, the system has been changed. The profits 
of the coinage are now required to be pawl directly 
into the Treasury: and we have to estimate what 
was formerly paid out for these items. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was to increase the appro- 


. . . 3) 
priation for * incidental and contingent expenses 


of the Mint from $1,500 to $41,500, and to add: 


‘And it shall be the duty of the Superintendent of the 
Mint to cause to be paid annually into the Treasury of the 
United States the profits of the Mint, and to present a quar- 
terly account of the expenditures of the Mint to the Secre 
tary of the Treasury.”’ 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was to insert at the end 
of the appropriations for ‘‘ government in the Ter- 
ritories,’’ the following: 


‘To enable the President to cause a site to be purchased, 
and a suitable building to be erected, for a penitentiary, in 
each of the Territories of Utah and New Mexico, $20,090 : 
Provided, That the entire cost of the site and the comple- 
tion of said buildings shal! not exceed the sum hereby ap- 
propriated.”’ 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was to strike out the fol- 
lowing clause: 


“ Por additions to the territorial libraries of Oregon, 
Minnesota, New Mexico, and Utah, $500 each ; said sums 
to be expended under the direction of the Governors of said 
Territories.” 


Mr. HUNTER. There was an appropriation 
of $5,000 for each Territory for this object last 
year, and the committee thought that enough. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was to reduce the appro- 
priation for the salaries of judges in the District 
of Columbia from $11,700 to $11,200. 

Mr. HUNTER. The estimate was for $11,200. 
Wedid not see why the House added $500. We 
supposed that the intention was to increase the 
salary of one of the judges; we did not know 
whieh. It does not appropriate it to him, and 
therefore he would not get it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. A bill has been 
passed by both Houses at this session, increasing 
the salary of one of the judges in this District 

(). 

Mr.HUNTER. Then the amendment of the 
committee ought to be voted down. 

The amendment was rejected. 


Mr. HUNTER. I understand that there are 
two verbal mistakes in that clause. It speaks of 
‘*the chief justice’? and “associate judges” of 
this District. It should be ‘‘chief judge and as- 
sistant judges.”’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That correc- 
tion will be made. 

The next amendment was toincrease the appro- 
priation for clerks in the offices of the surveyors 
general, from $33,000 to $40,000. 

Mr. UNTER. That is according to esti- 
mate. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was to increase the ap- 
SS for supplies and materials, and inci- 
dental expenses of the light-house establishment 
on the coasts of California and Oregon, from 
$25,085 to $29,035. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to amend the provis- 
ion for the payment of the salaries of keepers and 
assistant keepers, so as to allow them an average 
salary of $800 instead of $600; and to increase the 
appropriation from $14,400 to $19,200. 

he amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to insert the follow- 
ing: 

** For the compensation of an additional appraiser gen- 
eral, to be employed on the Pacific coast, $6,000.” 

Mr. HUNTER. The appointment of an ad- 
ditional appraiser general was very strongly 
urged upon the committee by the Secretary of the 
Treasury, in order to detect and correct frauds 
upon the revenue in California. It is important 
that there should be one such officer on the Pacific 
coast. There are now but four; and it takes all 
their time on the Atlantic side. The proposition, 
therefore, is to establish an additional appraiser 
general for the Pacific coast. + 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was to insert under the 
head ‘‘ Survey of the Coast,’’ the following: 


“« For publishing observations made in the progress of the 
ee aaa coast of the United States, per act of March 
3, 1843, $20,000.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to insert under the 
head of ‘* Custom-houses,”’ the following: 

«« For the purchase of a site and the erection of a custom- 


THE 


| posals have come in. 


| ing. 


CON 











house at Galveston, Texas, $50,000: Provided, That the 
plan of the building shall be such that the whole cost both 
of the building and the site shall in no event exceed the ap- 
propriation hereby made.”’ 


Mr. HUNTER. There is an estimate from the 
Secretary of the Treasury for this custom-house. 
He says there is none in Texas, and that there 
ought to be one at Galveston. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was to ineert: 

“ For purchase of land additional to the present custom- 
house at Providence, Rhode Island, $16,000. And for 
the erection of a new custom. house at said port, which shal! 
be so constructed and arranged as to furnish a suitable 
room for the United States circuit and district courts, with 
the necessary offices for district judge, clerk, marshal, 
&c., $34,000: Provided, That the entire cost of such ad- 
ditional site and building shall in no event exceed the sum 
hereby appropriated.”? 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was to strike out the fol- 
lowing items: 

* For continuing the construction of the custom-house at 
St. Louis, $115,900. 

‘* For proceeding with the construction of the custom- 
house at Louisville, Kentucky, 887,745. 

‘* For the completion of the custom-house at Cincinnati, 


$87,745.” 


Mr. HUNTER. These custom-houses were | 


originally authorized by law with a limit on the 
appropriation. A similar limit wasimposed upon 
many other custom-houses in the United States, 
and persons are coming forward now with petitions 
to have that limit removed. In the House, ex- 
ceptions were made with regard to these three 
custom-houses; but the Committee on Finance 


determined that they would strike out these items, | 
If, however, the Sen- | 


so as to adhere to the limit. 
ate should not concur with the committee in that 
view of the subject, we shall have to present ap- 
propriations for other custom-houses which ought 
to be put on the same footing. . 
Mr. GEYER. It is very true that in all the 
western custom-houses, a limitation was put on 
their cost, but none was imposed on the custom- 
houses on the Atlantic coast. 


at St. Louis—is this: A let has been purchased, 


and an appropriation was made last year, in addi- 
| tion to the original appropriation, to pay for that | 


lot. The Secretary of the Treasury authorized 
proposals to be received for the construction of the 
building. Headopted a plan which contemplated 
that the structure should be fire-proof. Proposals 
were made for the different portions of the build- 
ing, and the lowest of them, taken in the aggre- 
gate, was something like $200,000. The question 
that is now presented is, whether the building shall 
be stopped entirely, or whether there shall be a 
structure there adapted to the purposes for which 
it wasintended. The building must befire-proof. 


It is designed to accommodate all the offices of the | 
United States in that city; among them is the post || 
office, the recorder’s office, the surveyor general’s || 
office, which is the depository of the title papers || 
transferred from the Spanish Government, and the | 
official surveys and returns made under the au- | 


thority of the United States. Besides these offices, 


the courts of the United States are to be accommo- || 


dated in this building, as well as the custom-house. 
A lot of very considerable dimensions has been 
purchased, plans have been submitted, and pro- 


appropriation is not half enough to erect the build- 
I repeat, that the question which the Senate 
has now to decide is, whether they will havea 
structure erected at all or not, or whether they will 


| compel the Secretary of the Treasury to erect a 


building which would be less secure than the pri- 
vate buildings in which those offices are now situ- 
ated. At the great fire in 1849, the public records 
in the land office, in the surveyor general’s office, 
and the post office, at St. Louis, were exposed to 


imminent peril; and but for an accidental lulling |! 


in the wind, and a slight change in its course, all 
that portion of the city would have been destroyed. 
While the private fire-proof buildings stood the 
fire, and arrested its progress in one part of the 
city, there wereinthat direction many combustible 
buildings, and these papers would have been en- 
tirely destroyed, but for the accidental lulling of 


| the wind to which I have alluded. e 


Now, I submit to the Senate whether it is be- 
coming in this Government to depend upon pri- 
vate individuals and upon the States to furnish 
buildings for the accommodation of its officers? 


RESSIONAL GLOBE. 





My information | 
with — to one of these custom-houses—that | 


It is ascertained that the | 


Feb. 26, 

- Se eee Se 
I have thought for many years that Congress was 
neglecting its duty in not providing buildin 
wherever there were public offices and buildin 
of the United States in which were records which 
should be protected against destruction. [ do not 
know what is the condition of the custom-houses 
elsewhere, but I do know that a building, such as 

_ is contemplated by the plans, is necessary for the 
protection and security of the public archives in 
the city of St. Louis. 

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. President, the Senate 
wil] perceive the reasons which governed the Com- 
mittee on Finance. Unless we adhere to these 
limitations on which the appropriations for the 

_ custom-houses are originally obtained, it is useless 

| to put them in atall. Weseethat there is q ye, 
bad practice growing up under the Governmen; 
We commence with, small appropriations, and 
finally they result in“magnificent and expensive 
structures. The result will be that if we go on 
building these costly custom-houses, not only at 

_ all the sea-ports, but in all the interior towns, we 
shall soon have such an amount invested in public 
buildings that the interest upon it would be reve. 
nue enough for an ordinary government. If the 
people at these places would be content with plain 
and substantial structures for the accommodation 
of the officers of the United States, there would 
be no difficulty in granting some of the applica. 
tions made; but as we are now going on, this item 
of custom-houses is destined to be a source of ex. 
travagant expenditure. It is, however, for the 
Senate to determine the question. If they should 
determine to remove the limitation, [ give notice 
that I shall feel bound to bring up two similar ap- 
plications from my own State, where they desire 
to have this limitation removed; and there were 
other places before the committee in which the 
same thing would be as appropriate as here. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. I would like to inquire 
how much of the original appropriation remains 

| unexpended ? 

Mr. HUNTER. 1 donot know how much re. 
mains unexpended ; but in the appropriation bill of 
1852, we made the following provision: 

** For the completion of the custom-house at Louisville, 
Kentucky, the additional sum of $16,000. 

** For the completion of the custom-house at Cincinnati, 
$50,000. 

‘* For the completion of the custom-house and other pub 
lie offices connected therewith, at Pittsburg, $35,000. 

« For the completion of the fire proof building in the city 

| of St. Louis, Missouri, for a custom-house and independent 
treasury building, and other offices of the United States, 


$37,000, 

We commenced with the restrictions that the 
appropriations were to cover all the expenses of 
_the sites and buildings. It was then proposed by 
the Secretary of the Treasury, in answer to peti- 
tions to that effect, that we should set aside the 
limitation, so far as the sites were concerned, and 
appropriate an additional sum sufficient to cover 
the cost of the sites. We did that; and it was 
designed to close up these appropriations; that 
was going beyond the original limitation for the 
building, and addiig the price of the site. We 
supposed that that was to end it; but the propo- 
sition now is, to increase these appropriations, 
and to abandon the limitation. 

Mr. GEYER called for the yeas and nays on 
the amendment, end they were ordered. 

Mr. GEYER. It is true, as I remarked before, 
that a limitation was imposed on the construction 
of these custom-houses in the West. I think it 
ought not to have been imposed. The building at 

St. Louis, and I believe the buildings in some of 
the other cities named, were to accommodate a 
number of officers. 1 will mention now what | 
| omitted to mention before, that the assistant treas- 
urer’s office, the sub-treasury, as it is called, is 
to be in this building. I would call the attention 
of the honorable Senator from Virginia to a fact 
which occurred here a few years ago. It was al- 
|| most impossible to obtain a person willing to accept 
|| the office of assistant treasurer in the city of St. 
1 Louis, because there was no place where the 


| 


|| money could be kept, and the officer would have 
|| to depend on private buildings, and he would have 
| to construct a vault, and have it protected against 
| fire. In consequence of the difficulties which ex- 
isted, very few persons were willing to become 
| security for any man, whatever might be their con- 
| fidence in him personally, on account of the inse- 
|| curity of the building, and the necessity there was 
| of keeping a guard over the money. 
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Now, I agree that it is useless to impose these 
imitations, and they are unjust. It has been a 
jiscrimination against the cities of the West. If 
you look ver the appropriation bills from year to 
year, you will find that the limitation has been al- 
ways imposed upon the cities of the West, and 
never, within my recollection, in any case of a 
«ystom-house on the Atlantic. 
ever, by a Senator near me, that there have been 
imitations imposed sometimes on the Atlantic, 
but they have never been regarded. ‘These limit- 
tions were disregarded at the last session, for 


-hen additional appro riations were made for every 


I am told, how- | 


one of these custom-houses; for it was found that | 


after lots on which to erect the buildings were pur- 
-hased, the walls of an ordinary edifice could not 
he constructed of the dimensions required, for the 
remainder of the appropriation. It was on that 
account that an additional appropriation was made 
last year for the custom-houses at Cincinnati, Pitts- 
burg, Louisville, and St. Louis. At that time it 
was not ascertained what the buildings would cost; 


but the Secretary of the Treasury directed the su- | 


perintendent to issue Sie nee, and after having 
advertised for a considerable length of time, pro- 
nosals came in for the construction of the building 
at St.Louis. It was found that if built fire-proof, 
as the law itself required that it should be, an ad- 
litional appropriation of $115,000 would be re- 
wired; and that sum the Secretary has recom- 
mended to be appropriated. My opinion is, that 
no part, ora very small sum of the $75,000 here- 
tofore appropriated for the building, has yet been 
expended; but the Department have purchased a 
lot, obtained the title, and the old buildings which 
were erected on it have been torn down prepara- 
tory to the construction of the custom-house. And 
now the Secretary of the Treasury, finding that 
the money appropriated will not erect the building, 
asks for this additional appropriation. I submit 
again that the question is whether we shall have 
any custom-houses or any public buildings what- 
ever in the western cities. Is the limitation to 
be adhered to there, and disregarded everywhere 
else? 

Mr. DODGE, of lowa. Mr. President, if I 
understand the question, the Committee on Finance 
have reported in favor of striking out an appro- 
priation, which the House has made, of $115,000, 
to complete the custom-house at St. Louis, in the 
State of Missouri. I have looked into this ques- 
tion; I have examined the report of the Committee 
on Commerce, and the other documents relating 
to it, and I have observed that the amount of 
duties collected at that port during the past year 
was upwards of $300,000. The commerce of that 
port is very greatly on the increase. This build- 
ing has been commenced, and I think it should 
be finished. It is to accommodate various other 
public offices besides the custom-house. It is to 
accommodate the offices of the sub-treasury and 
of the Superintendent of Indian Affairs. But the 
foreign commerce and the growth of St. Louis 
alone demand that this appropriation should be 
made. Thé best evidence of its necessity is the 
fact that the custom-house duties which have been 
paid there during the last year amount to the large 
sum which I have mentioned. I shall vote to re- 
tain the appropriation with great pleasure, and 
with the hope that the Senate will not concur in 
the recommendation of the cofnmittee. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. This is a proposition, 
as | understand, to strike out the appropriations 
for the custom-housés on the western waters. I[ 
believe that those custom-houses have been com- 
menced. I cannot speak certainly in regard to any 
except that at Louisville. I know that has been 
commenced; and the Senator from Missouri says 
that at St. Louis has been commenced. You have 
an overflowing Treasury; you have plenty of 
money; the work has been commefced, and all 
that you have heretofore expended will be thrown 
away unless you go on and finish it. Do you in- 
tend to cut off the work after having begun it? I 
hope not. I will not take up the time of the Sen- 
ate by showing that these establishments for com- 
mercial purposes operate to lessen the prices of 
merchandise brought to our country for consump- 
tion. I insist that the people of the interior have 
the same right to these commercial advan 
which redound to their benefit, as those who live 

upon the sea-board have. You erect custom-houses 
in _ cities, and why should we not have them? 
he question being taken by yeas and nays upon 





es | 


| Walker, and Weller—30. 


_ estimate made by the ee 


the adoption of the amendment, reeulted—yeas 15, 
nays 30; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Badger, Bradbury, Brodhead, 
Dawson, De Saussure, Gwin, Hale, Hamiin, Houston, 
Hunter, Mason, Miller, Phelps, and Pratt—15, 

NAYS—Messrs. Atchison, Bell, Borland, Bright, Cass, 
Chase, Dodge of Wisconsin, Dodge of fowa, Douglas, 
Downs, Feich, Fitzpatrick, Foot, Geyer, James, Jones of 
lowa, Mallory, Mangum, Morton, Rusk, Seward, Shields, 
Smith, Soulé, Spruance, Sumner, Underwood, Wade, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HUNTER. After this vote, I shall feel it 
to be my duty on Monday to bring in a proposi- 
tion to remove restrictions in regard to other cus- 
tom-houses. 

Mr. GWIN. I never was in favor of these re- 
strictions from the beginning. I| believe the first 
one wag imposed upon the custom-house in San 
Francisco; but I thought that inasmuch as we had 
commenced there, the system ought to be adhered 
to, for all ought to be on the same footing. It 
strikes me, that if the suggestion of the Senator 
from Virginia shall be carried out, the restriction 
will be removed from every custom-house in the 
United States except that at San Francisco. | 
think it is not just to remove it from every one 
except that city. I contended against it at the 
time, because I thought the sum was too smal). 

The next amendment was to insert, under the 
head of ‘‘ intercourse with foreign nations,’’ the 
following: 

‘* For compensation of Edward Kent, for one quarter’s 
salary as chargé d’affaires at the legation at Rio Janeiro, 
during the absence of the minister, and under the instruc- 
tions of the Department of State, $1,125.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to insert $9,000 for 
outfit for Commissioner to China. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MORTON. I beg leave to call the atten- 
tion of the Committee on Finance to page 36, line 
850 of the bill, where [ see a provison is made in 
the bill as it came from the House for paying a 
chargé d’affaires, while acting as minister in the 
absence of the regular minister. During the last 
Congress, the chairman of the Committee on For- 
eign Relations proposed an amendment to the civil 
and diplomatic appropriation bill, to pay addition- 
al compensation to the late secretary of legation to 
Mexico for similar services, and it was rejected. I 
expected that, as the chairman of the Committee on 
Finance has suffered this provision to remain in 
the bill, he would have proposed an amendment 
extending the same provision to the late secretary 
of legation to Mexico. 

Mr. HUNTER. Weare not yet through with 
the amendments of the Committee on Finance. 
After they are disposed of, the Senator from 
Florida, if he desires to offer an amentiment, can do 
so; but if | understand him, he refers to a case 
for which there was no estimate. I have no 
doubt, however, that the Committee on Foreign 
Relations will be ready to propose all that is 
proper in that respect. 

Mr. MORTON. Then I should like to have 
an explanation from the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Relations on that subject. 

Mr. MASON. The Committee on Foreign 
Relations have instructed me to move an amend- 
ment asking for such an appropriation. 

Mr. MORTON. I am satisfied. 

The next amendment of the committee was to 
insert: 

‘« Por defraying the expenses attending the expected visit 
of a war steamer froin the Sultan of Turkey, with contribu- 
tions to the Industrial Exhibition to be held in New York, 
in May next, $10,000 ; the said sum to be expended under 
the direction of the President of the United States.” 

Mr. HUNTER. That is in pursuance of an 

of State. The sum 
we propose is not as large as he desires. He in- 
formed the committee that it was expected that 
there would be a war steamer from the Ottoman 
Porte to bring contributions to the exhibition in 
New York, and he said it would be expected and 


_ would be proper that we should extend the hos- 


} 


pitalities of the nation to gbem, and perhaps repair 
the vessel at public expense. He estimated that 
$20,000 would be necessary, but the committee 
put it at $10,000. 

Mr. ADAMS. I wish to inquire of the chair- 
man of the Committee on Finance whether he him- 
self approves of Congress appropriating money in 
this way to defray the expenses of foreigners 
visiting the United States ? 
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Mr. HUNTER. I suppose the Senator from 
Mississippi would have no scruples in reference 
to an appropriation to pay Indian chiefs who come 
on to this city. Wearein the habit of paying the 
expenses of Indian delegations who come here, 
and it is thought very proper. When we are denl- 
ing with nations of peculiar customs, perhaps we 
could not expend a little money more profitably 
than by soothing their feelings this way, and ex- 
tending such courtesies as they esteem. 

Mr. MASON. I understand from my col- 
league, the chairman of the Committee on Finance, 
that the estimate of the Department was $20,000, 
and that that committee have reduced it to $10,900. 
The Secretary of State addressed a letter to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations calling their at- 
tention to this appropriation, saying that it was 
usual and customary, and indispensable, in order 
to get along with those Eastern potentates, that we 
should depart from our usual rule in the way of 
magnanimity and hospitality, and that the esti- 
mate for the purpose had been sent to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. Learning that that committee 
had reduced the amount to $10,000, | addressed a 
note to the Secretary of State informing him of 
that fact, and asking him if there were any rea- 
sons why the amount should not be reduced to 
$10,000, he would be kind enough to state them. 
te replied that it was presumed the largest por- 
tion of the expenditure would remain, if left, for 
repairs to that frigate; that it was impossible to 
know what amount of repairs might be required, 
but that if she were to break her main shaft, or 
other accident of that kind were to occur, $10,000 
would not be sufficient. He stated, further, that 
on a former occasion, when Congress, at the sug- 
gestion of the Department of State, appropriated 
$10,000 for the reception of Amin Bey, who came 
on a mission from his country to this, it was used 
in such a manner by this functionary as that a 
large portion of it now remains unexpended in the 
Treasury. I submit to the Senate, that if it is in- 
tended to preserve or to cultivate those relations 
which the Executive desires to cultivate with the 
Grand Sultan, we should not stint this appropri- 
ation. It will not be expended unless it is neces- 
sary. Therefore, | move to amend the amendment 
by increasing the amount to $20,000, according to 
the original estimate. 

Mr. CASS. I hope the amendment will pre- 
vail. I need not say a word to the Senate about 
the custom of presents among the great nations 
and men of the East in olden times. The Scrip- 
tures are full of them,and down to this day the same 
practice exists among them. I merely rose, how- 
ever, to mention to the Senate one fact which has 
come to my knowledge; and that is, that the im- 
pression produced on the mind of the reigning 
Sultan by the manner in which an officer of his 
Navy, whe was sent here some time ago, was re- 
ceived and treated by our Government and peo- 
ple, has*been productive of the happiest results. 
There is an economical council instituted in the 
Ottoman empire to reduce expenses, because they 
are feeling the influence of public opinion there as 
well as in other parts of the world. That council 
opposed the sending of this vessel to this coun- 
try, simply on the ground of expense; but by the 
personal eae of the Sultan himself, in 
consequence of the friendship towards hia nation 
exhibited by our Government and people in their 
conduct to Amin Bey, it was determined to send 
it. It cannot fail to produce a very happy effect 
on our relations with those countries; not only 
to our commerce, but to the large number of our 
countrymen who are traveling there. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed 
to, and the amendment as amended was adopted. 


The next amendment was to strike out all after 
the word “ dollars,’’ in the following item: 

‘* For compensation of the public gardener, twelve hun- 
dred dollars, and the exclusive management of the grounds 


attached to the Capitol and surrounding the Executive 
Mansion shall be under his control.” 


Mr. HUNTER. The proposition, as it came 
from the House, was to put these grounds unde: 
the exclusive control of the head gardener, which 
never has been contemplated by the present law, 
and it seems to me that things are very well as 
they are. 

Mr. WALKER. I was of opinion that these 
grounds had always been under the contro! of the 

ublic gardener until the new _— which was 
introduced by Mr. Downing understand that 
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these grounds have been brought to their present 
state of beauty and improvement under the super- 
intendence of the public gardener, and when I say 
** public gardener,” I mean one particular man— 
James Maher. I recollect since | have been a 
member of the Senate, that this was claimed for 
him by a no less distinguished individual than the 
deceased Senator from Kentucky, Mr. Clay; and 
I believe it was always his habit, whenever any- 
thing was said in regard to the management of the 
public grounds, to take the floor and bear testimony 
in favor of this man. It has been alleged, if I re- 
member aright, by that great man, that there had 
been dilapidation and a failure to keep up the state 
of his improvements since the public gardener’s 
administration had been interfered with. I think 
I remember that the late Senator from Kentucky 
made such a statement; and I intended to propose 
an amendment to obviate this interference, which 
seems to have been introduced, and to insert ex- 
preasly, if he is to be continued as public gardener, 
that this shall be under his control by name. 

Mr. HUNTER. This question is no stranger 
to me, because I have been for some time a mem- 
ber of the Committee on Public Buildings. The 
head gardener has somehow taken it into his head 
that he is the person entitled to be the head of the 
concerns, to manage the laborers, and make his 
estimates, and so on, for the expense of the public 
grounds. Now, so far as there is any law on the 
subject, it contemplates that these grounds shall 
be under the charge of the Commissioner of Pub- 
lic Buildings. The exception to that law was 
when Mr. Downing was appointed; and since that 
a successor has been appointed to him, a land- 
scape gardener, who directs these things. It is 
true that the state of the law is imperfect and crude. 
In looking into the matter some time since, I found 
that there were agreat many enactments in appro- 
priation bills, some of them conflicting, and none 
of them very accurate and precise; but still my 
interpretation of the law was, that the Commis- 


sioner of Public Buildings was designed to attend | 


to this particular department of our affairs. 

Now, sir, Maher is a very good head-gardener, 
but it would be almost absurd to give him the ex- 
clusive management of the public grounds. [am 
sure that he is not fit for the business. I do not 
think hecan manage the expenditure of the money 
ina proper way. He is acapital gardener, and | 
have no idea that any man who may beat the 
head of the grounds would interfere with him in 
his own branch. He will be left to cultivate the 
trees and the shrubs as he thinks best, but he will 
be controlled in regard to the expenditure. It is 
true that in relation to the grounds, other than the 
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Capitol grounds and those about the President’s | 


House, plans were submitted—plans of improve- 
ments not suggested by him, but by Mr. Down- 
ing—plans which have been very much admired 
by all personsof taste and knowledge on this sub- 
ject. Now, if we depart from the old practice, 
which has been that the Commissioner of Public 
Buildings should be at the head of the public 
grounds, we shall fall into difficulty. 

Mr. DAVIS. I recollect that Mr. Downing 
stated to me that he was forbidden by some one 
of these officers to take trees and light shrubbery 
away from here, where they were too thick, in his 
judgment, and remove them to the mall below. 
An authority was interposed, and I am rather 
inclined to think it was this very gardener who 
did it. He set up his authority above that of the 
Commissioner of Public Buildings. When Mr. 
Downing went to take suitable trees and shrubs 
from where they were not needed to where they 
were necessary, his hand was stopped in the mat- 
ter. I think there is no proposition plainer and 
clearer than that there ought to be a responsible 
head, and I think no more suitable head can be 
found than he who has charge of the grounds and 
buildings. 

Mr. MANGUM. Mr. President, I differ en- 
tirely from both of the gentlemen who have just 
addressed the Senate. 1 do not think that the 
Commissioner of Public Buildings ought to have 
the charge of the grounds at all. He is generally 
a political officer, coming in with one Administra- 
tion and going out with it. This man, whatever 
may be said of him, has been the most tasteful 
manager of the public grounds that we have had 
in Washington, with possibly the exception of 
Mr. Downing. I think that is the universal sen- 
timent. I remember when I first came to Wash- 








ington, that the eastern portion of the public 
grounds around the Capitol was acontinuous brick- 
yard, with no ornaments of any sort. Those 
grounds have since been successfully cultivated, 
and with very little resources indeed. Congress 
from year to year has refused to granta sufficient 
amount, in my opinion, and [ think a very inade- 
quate salary is given to the public gardener. He 
came here in the days of General Jackson, and | 
believe General Jackson sent for him and brought 
him here. At that time he had unlimited and per- 
fect control; but since that day his rights have 
been trenched upon until, in truth, he has been 
made quite a subordinate to almost everybody. I 
feel a sympathy for his situation. I havea strong 


Jmpression of his merits as a public officer, and | 


propose now to move, if it be in order, to increase 
his salary to $1,500 a year. 

Sir, the man who did more than any other man 
living or dead to beautify the walks and grounds 
about this Capitol—l allude to the late illustrious 
Clay—who projected all the improvements here, 
and under whose influence they have been carried 
out, always insisted, as I learn from information 
upon which I rely, that this officer ought to have 
a salary of $1,500 a year. I think he is much 
more entitled to it than many of your clerks at 
higher salaries who do not perform half the labor; 
and I think we ought to give him full control of 
the grounds around the Capitol. If it isin order, 
I move to fix his salary at $1,500 a year. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘That amend- 
ment is not now in order, because a previous 
amendment is pending, and the amendments of the 
committee have not been gone through with. 

Mr. MANGUM. In the mean time I hope he 
will have the charge of the grounds about the Cap- 
itol and the President’s House, and that we shall 
not place them ander an individual who is in some 
sense irresponsible, and who may be supposed to 
be incapable—I mean the Commissioner of Public 

suildings—who comes here, stays a year or two, 
goes out, and another comes in with no more 
knowledge of his duties than his predecessor. 

Mr. DODGE, of lowa. I rise to indorse every 
word which has been uttered by the honorable 
Senator from North Carolina with regard to this 
matter, and to repel the most unjust and unjusti- 
fiable assault made by my worthy friend from 
Virginia upon the public gardener. I think my 
friend has forgotten himself upon this occasion, 
and done injustice to a most valuable and efficient 
officer. 1 recollect that one of the last things done 
by the late Senator from Kentucky in reference 
to this matter was to move to increase the salary 
of the public gardener, bearing evidence at the 
same time to the general fidelity and the tasteful- 
ness with which he performed his duty here as 
gardener. I hope we shall concur in the proposi- 
tion of the House, and make the increase of salary 
suggested by the Senator from North Carolina. 

Mr. HALE. I would suggest to the Senator 
from Virginia that the clause as it comes from the 
House places the whole matter entirely with the 
»ublic gardener, without any control or supervis- 
ion. Therefore, before the question be taken on 
the motion to strike out, | want a qualification to 
be added at the end of the section immediately 
succeeding the words to be stricken out, in these 
words: _ 


Subject only to the direction of the President of the Uni- 
ted States. 


I offer this amendment because it has been sug- 
gested that without something of that sort the pub- 
lic gardener would have the control of the grounds 
around the President’s House without regard to 
the wishes of the President. To avoid anything 
of that kind, I hope the amendment will be insert- 
ed, and that then we shall retain the section, and 
that the gardener will stay. Heis an old and val- 
uable friend here. He has been herea great many 
years, and, as was said by the Senators from lowa 
and North Carolina, he was the particular favor- 


ite of Mr. Clay; so much so that can hardly | 


think of him now except as a part of the compro- 
mise measures. [Laughter.] I can hardly sepa- 


rate them in my mind, and I hope he will be per- | 


mitted to stand as a part of the compromise. 

Mr. HUNTER. The public grounds are put, 
by law, under the direction of the Secretary of 
the Interior, and he surely ought to have the con- 
trol of these matters; because, if this provision 
be retained, there will be a conflict of jurisdiction 


L GLOBE. 


save the authority of the Secretary of the Interj 
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er of Public Buildings, and the landscape gardener 
who has been employed. We have had it already, 
and I think this will increase the difficulty, tt 
seems to me that something ought to be done to 
and therefore l would suggest to the Senator a 
New Hampshire to strike out President of the 
United States’’ and insert ‘* Secretary of the In- 
terior.’”’ 

Mr. HALE. I agree to that. 

Mr. JAMES. I hope that change will not be 
made, but that the matter will be left under the 
control of the President. Allow me to state one 


| fact: A short time since the lady of the President 


of the United States, accompanied by the Pregj. 


dent, went through the green-houses attached to 


the public grounds. She asked the gardener for a 
flower, and she was refused. 

Several Senarors. It cannot be so. 

Mr. JAMES. I had it from her own lips, 

Mr. BUTLER. He did not know her, | pre- 
sume. 


Mr. JAMES. He knew it was the President 


| of the United States and his lady. 


Mr. HALE. I modify my amendment as gue. 
gested by the Senator from Virginia. f 
Mr. MANGUM. I would suggest that jt 
would be better to strike out the word “ exely. 
sive,’’ so as to let the clause read ‘‘ that the man. 


| agement of the grounds,’’ instead of the exclusive 


management. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is an 


|} amendment now pending, and this amendment 


will not be in order until that is disposed of. 

Mr. WALKER. 1 would like to know from 
the Senator from New Hampshire if it is the un- 
derstanding that his amendment would authorize 
the Secretary of the Interior to interpose any per- 
son between himself and the gardener? 

Mr. HALE. I do not so understand it. 

Mr. WALKER. If it excludes any such in- 


| terposition, I will vote for the amendment of the 


| Senator from New Hampshire. 


A mere florist— 
for [ understand he is not a landscape gardener, 
but a florist—has interposed, and we can see the 
effects of it around us. Go and look at the once 
beautiful walks about the Capitol, and you find 
they are going to decay and neglect. Look at the 
trees, and you see that they are undergoing change 
from being neglected. 

The facts which have brought about this delay 


| and neglect have all been remonstrated against by 


| garded. 


deavoring to take away some of his trees. 


_know I love them as I do my children. 


the public gardener. He has come to me fre- 
quently, and annoyed me sometimes, with his 
complaints about his remonstrances being disre- 
He would tell me beforehand what would 
be the effect, and it has turned out just as he told 
me. A case has been mentioned here of somebody 
interposing against the removal of trees from the 
eastern grounds. The gardener told me about 
that. He said that he found a person there en- 
This 
was his expression to me: ** Mr. Walker, you 
I have 
nursed them since they were planted, and I do not 
want to see them removed. When it was about 
to be done I remonstrated. My remonstrance did 
no good. I then went and got a Senator—l be- 
lieve it was Mr. Hamuin, of Maine—and he inter- 
posed objections to the removal of the trees.’”’ It 
was the removal of the trees from those clumps 
on the eastern front of the Capitol—a thing that 
** Old Jemmy,”’ as he is called, would not see done 
for his life. The beauty of the grounds has been 
destroyed, in a great measure, since he has been 
interfered with. He has remonstrated, but his 
remonstrances have not availed, and we see what 
has been the result. I hopethat we shall notallow 
any scope for anybody to interpose between him 
and the Secretary of the Interior, but that he will 
be permitted&o go on and restore the grounds to 


| the condition in which they were four or five years 


ago, but from which they have since fallen to a 
considerable extent. 

Mr. MANGUM. I hope the Senator from 
New Hampshire will modify his amendment by 


| including in it the striking out the word * exclu- 


| from North Carolina does not touch m 


between the public gardener and the Commission- || 


sive,’’ so that it shall read: 

** All the grounds attached to the Capitol and surround- 
ing the Executive Mansion, shall be under his control, sub- 
ject only to the direction of the Secretary of the Interior.” 

Mr. HALE. The suggestion of the Senator 
amend- 
ment atall. After my amendment is adopted, it 
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will be in order for him to move to strike out the 
word ** exclusive,’ because itdoes not come with- 
in the scope of my amendment. At the sugges- 
tion of Senators, I modify my amendment by 
saying ‘* supervision” instead of ** direction.” 

The amendment of Mr. Hate was agreed to. 

Mr. MANGUM. I now move to strike out 
the word * exclusive.”’ 

The motion was agreed to. 

The question recurred on the amendment of the 
committee to strike out the clause as amended; 
and it was not agreed to. 


The next amendment was to strike out §$1,- 
977 50, and insert $1,800 in the following clause: 

“For compensation of two draw-keepers and a watch- 
man at the Potomac Bridge, and for fuel and oil for lamps, 
21.377 50; and for repairing the Long Bridge across the 
Potomac river, $20,000.” 

Mr. HUNTER. That is according to estimate, 
to pay the salary of a keeper, which was left out 
by the House. 

“Mr. HALE. Thope that amendment will not 
be adopted. I understand that it is for the repair 
of the Long Bridge. 

Mr. HUNTER. No, sir. There is a pro- 
vision in the bill for repairing the Long Bridze, 
and this is to amend the provision in which that 
occurs. 

Mr. HALE. Then TI wish to inquire whether 
it isin order now to move to strike out the whole 
clause. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
amendment is disposed of. 

Mr. HALE. If the Senate adopt the amend- 
ment, | shall ask them to hear me in a few words 
on a motion to strike out the whole clause, and I 
shall confine myself to a statement of the facts. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. Now I move to strike out the 
whole of that clause. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is not in or- 
der for individual Senators to move amendments 
until the amendments proposed by the Committee 
on Finance shall have been gone through with. 
They have priority. 

Mr. HALE. I differ most essentially with the 
Chair in that particular. This is an amendment 
to an amendment. The committee propose to 
amend in a particular manner, and I move to 
strike out the whole clause which has thus been 
amended. I submit to the Chair that this mode 
of going through the bill is a mere matter of con- 
venience. ‘There is no rule of parliamentary law, 
and there is no rule of the Senate which gives the 
committees any priority in offering amendments. 
It is a matter which is submitted to by unanimous 
consent as a convenience. 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER. TheChair dif- 
fers entirely from the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire on that point. This bill was referred to the 
Committee on Finance for the purpose of report- 
ing it with such amendments as they might deem 
proper, and the established usage of the Senate is 
that when a bill is reported with such amend- 
ments, those amendments are first to be consid- 
ered. 

Mr. BELL. That is the parliamentary law. 

Mr. RUSK. Let me givean additional reason. 
The chairman of the Committee on Finance was 
anxious to have the vote taken on all these amend- 
ments together. They are the work of the Com- 
mittee on Finance, and as a matter of course have 
preference, because they are first reported. The 
proposition made this morning by the chairman of 
the committee, to take the vote wn all the amend- 
ments together, was objected to, and their sepa- 
rate consideration was called for. We are not 
through with them. They have been first offered, 
and must first be decided. 

Mr. HALE. These amendments were all 
adopted substantially in Committee of the Whole, 
and the bill is now in the Senate. 

Several Senators. In the Committee of the 
Whole. 

The PRESIDING OFFICE. At the sugges- 
tion of the Chair, the amendments were not sub- 
mitteed in committee, but the bill was reported to 
the Senate without amendment, and the amend- 
ments have been submitted in the Senate. They 
have not been passed upon before. 

Mr. HALE. Does the Chair rule that my 

amendment is not in order? 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Not until the 


Not until this 
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amendments of the committee have been disposed 
of. 

Mr. HALE. Very well. 

The next amendment was to increase the appro- 
priation for the compensation of two draw-keepers 
at the two bridges across the eastern branch of the 
Potomac, and for fuel and oil forlamps, from $900 
to $1,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

. The next amendment was to insert the follow- 
ing : 


‘* For surveying, leveling, and measuring the triangular 
square on the north side of Pennsylvania avenue, between 
Thirteenth and Fourteenth streets, $42. 

** For supplying a deficiency in the appropriation made 


March 3, 1849, for completing the room under the Senate 
Post Office, 8451 31.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was to increase the ap- 
propriation for salaries and incidental expenses aft 
the commission for settling land claims in Cali 
fornia, from $50,000 to $75,000. 

The amendment was avreed to. 


The next amendment was to add, at the end of 
the clause making appropriations for that purpose, 
the following: 

‘© And the office of assistant law agent is hereby abolished ; 
but from and after the 30th day of June, 1853, each of the 
commissioners for setthng said land claims shall receive a 


salary oi & JOU per annum, instead ot the salary which he 
now receives.’ 


Mr. WELLER. I desire to have some expla- 
nation of this amendment from the chairman of the 
committee. This office of assistant law agent was 
created under the act of August 30, 1852. The 
twelfth section of that act provided ‘‘ that the 
‘President of the United States may appoint an 
‘associate law agent in California, learned in the 
‘law, and skilled in the English and Spanish lan- 
‘cuages, whose duties and compensation shall be 
‘ the same as those of the law agent.’”’ 

That office was created at the last session of 
Congress on the representations, not only of the 
Secretary of the Interior, but of the Board of Com- 
missioners and the law agent. As to the necessity 
of its continuance, I undertake to say that it is im- 
possible for the law agent to discharge all the duties 
imposed upon him by law, and the continuance 
of the office, therefore, is indispensable. It is ex- 
ceedingly desirable, not only for the Government, 
but the claimants to land in California, that their 
rights should be passed upon at as early a day as 
possible. In order to dispatch the business which 
is before that Board of Land Commissioners, it 
is absolutely necessary that there should be an 
assistant law agent. As | said before, from my 
knowledge of the business before that Board, | 
know that it is utterly impossible for one man to 
perform all the duties of law agent. Therefore 
[ask that the chairman, or some member of the 
Committee on Finance, should tell me why it is 
that that which was so indispensable at the last 
session of Congress should now be abolished? I 
am sure [ never would have voted for the creation 
of the office if I had not been satisfied that it was 
absolutely necessary. 

Mr. GWIN. Thisamendment was introduced 
by the Committee on Finance at my suggestion, 
and I will give my reasons for proposing it. This 
office was created originally on the statement of 
my colleague [Mr. Wetter] that the law agent 
was not competent, when appointed, to discharge 
the duties of the office. There was great complaint 
of his want of competency. In order that no 
cause for delay should exist, and to exonerate the 
Board of Commissioners, who had done nothing 
up to the close of the last session of Congress, 
from neglect of duty if they did not act, | agreed 
that an assistant law agent should be appointed, 
because we had no control over the appointing 
power, and could not displace the law agent who 
was charged here and in California with incompe- 
tency. Since the assistant law agent has been ap- 

ointed, there has been no intercourse between 
Pim and the law agent, for the latter has been here 
during nearly the whole of this session of Con- 


gress. He has not been # California for months 
past. I undertake to say that if the assistant law 


agent can discharge the duties of both offices, as 
he has ever since he was appointed, we do not re- 
quire these two officers at a salary of $5,000 each. 
If I thought it was necessary to have two law 
agents, I should not hesitate to ask for the double 


| salary; but as the assistant has done all the labor 
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since he was appointed, and I have never heard 
any complaint that he does not meet al! the require- 
ments of the law, one of the offices ought to be 
abolished. Since the assistant agent has been ap- 
pointed, he has been with the Board of Commis- 
sioners, and they have not been delayed an hour, 
so far as my knowledve extends, and | was in 
California after the assistant agent was appointed. 
At the time | agreed that this office should be 
created, it was asserted that the agent could not 
perform all the duties required of him. | thought 
otherwise, but acquiesced for fear | was mistaken, 
lam sure now | was not, and that one efficient 
agent is all that is necessary. Since the 
ment of the assistant, the law agent has 
with the Board, and it seems to me 
as the appointing 


appomt- 
not been 
that asmuch 
power 1s Passins 


yr inte 
hands, if the rentleeman who was appo 


olper 
nied assist- 
ant is equal, as he seems to be, to the discharge of 
the duties now Imposed upon hath offic ers, he can 
be appointed to the othce of law agent, and thus 
fully secure and protect the interests of the Gov- 
ernment. 


Mr. WELLER. I 


complaints against the law agent we 


understood that the only 


r re that he did 
not come up to the requisitions of the law The 
law required him to be skilled in the English and 
Spanish languages. 


1 made complaint myself on 


this floor that a law agent had been selected who 
was not sufficiently acquainted with the Spanish 
language to be able to examine in a proper man- 
ner those titles in the original, An assistant law 


agent was then appointed who did understand the 
Spanish language; a gentleman of ability, of ¢1 
acter, and integrity. Now, so faras a knowledge 
of his profession is concerned, I have no doubt 

and I 
undertake to say, from the information of legal 
gentlemen in whom I have confidence, that there 
has been no professional man in that country for 


Ar- 


that the law agent was amply competent; 


the last twelve months who has performed more 
labor than that law agent. It 


requires a 
deaf of care and attention 1 


great 


» the preparation of 


these cases. A great deal of labor, mental and 
physical, is necessary to prepare them for argu- 
ment. He has from fifty to sixty lawyers op- 
posed to him. The whole bar is on the other side. 
rhe ablest counsel in the country are enlisted in 
behalf of the claimants: gentlemen who are stim- 
ulated by large contingent fees He has not only 
to attend to the preparation of cases, but he is re- 
quired to take deposition s—to attend before the 
Land Commissioners and take testimony whenever 
any of the claimants see proper. I hold, there- 
fore, thatit is the business of one man, and would 
occupy the whole of his time, to attend to the 
taking of depositions, and that it will be uttesly 
impossible for a lawyer to prepare himself toargue 
cases involving from $200,000 to $500,000-—as 
most of those cases involve—unless he is allowed 
to be in his office, so as to have an opportunity of 
examining the authorities, and preparing his briefs 
for argument. His time should not be employed, 
nor his mind distracted, by out-door business. 
Justice to the Government demands that he should 
give each case, with all its features, a close and 
critical investigation. 

So far as regards the absence of the law agent 
adverted to by my colleague, I understand that 
about the middle of last left. Cali- 
fornia, In consequence of his impaired heaith. His 
physician had informed him that it was utterly im- 
possible for him to continue his labors there. His 
health was broken down, and, as I am advised, 
by the weight of the labors imposed upon him by 
his position, and by the pride of character which 
induced him to exert himnelf so as to be able to 
meet the opposing counsel. 


November, he 


He came here in the 
middle of December with the intention of return- 
ing on the 20th January. He has been detained 
here from that time, under the orders of the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, asl learn, and been engaged 
in the investigation of cases of vast importance in 
reference to California—important not o1 ly to the 
public, but to private individuals. W herefore, 
then, should he be reproached for having remained 
here, when it has been under the orders of the 
Secretary of the Interior, and when he has been 
engaged in the prosecution ol his profes sional du 
ties in the investigation of land titles in California? 
I am informed that he has been examining ques- 
tions here deeply affecting the interests of Califor- 
nia. Of this | have no personal knowledge. 

I am opposed to the abolition of this office, be- 
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it te utterly impossible, as I said 
before, for one lawyer to discharge the duties im- 


cause I believe 


posed upon the two officers. Besides that, | am 
anxious that there shall be some termination to 


this land commission; and the best way to effect | 


this is to have sufficient legal ability representing 
the Government to decide cases at once; and I un- 
dertake to say, that the lawyers there who are 
against him, prosecuting private land claims in 
California, do complain that the counsel of the 
United States has not been able to dispose of the 
cases as rapidly as they are presented. It is im- 
portant to the Gorauadeie well as to individual 
claimants, that these cases should be rapidly de- 
cided. Upon many of these claims our people 
have settled, and they will not make permanent 
improvements until the titles are settled. The 
prosperity of the country has already been much 
retarded by the delay of the land commission. 
The interest of all parties require that the public 
lands should be separated at once from that which 
is owned by individuals. To accomplish this 
speedily an assistant law agent isindispensable. | 
would rather vote to increase than to diminish the 
force representing the Government. 

Mr. GWIN. I have not reproached the law 
agent, but I undertake to say that the Government 
can dispense with his services in California. He 
has not been there for some time, and there has 
been no complaint that his services were wanted. 
He may have been employed on important busi- 
ness here; but he is not acting as law agent of 
the Government in California, the office to which 
he was appointed. He has not been acting in 
that capacity since the assistant law agent entered 
upon the duties of his office, who has ever since 
done all that is necessary to protect the interests 
of the Government and promote the dispatch of 
business before the Board. 

I have never made an attack upon the lawagent. 
That attack, if any has been made, never came 
from me. He may be an able lawyer and, an 
honest man, and perform his duty faithfully. I do 
not say otherwise; but I do not think it is neces- 
sary to have two law agents there to discharge 
the duties, particularly now since the great major- 
ity of cases have been presented to the Board, and 
Pew for argument. The agent may have 
abored assiduously, and no doubt thought he 
needed assistance. His health may have been 
broken down by the labor of his office, but the fact 
that he has been here so long, and there is no com- 
plaint from California, shows that the assistant 
can get along without the law agent to protect 
the interests of the Government, without his aid. 
Therefore, it seems to me that we could dispense 
with one of these officers. This is my opinion, 


and acting upon it, I proposed in the Committee | 


on Finance that one office should be abolished. 

I am as anxious for the dispatch of business 
before this Board as anybody. I do not think it 
has done much good since it was organized, though 
I hope we shall have a great deal of good froma 
reorganization of the Board hereafter. The law 
creating it will expire in a year, and we want work- 
ing men in the Beara to insure the dispatch of 
business. But I havenotanother word to say on 
the subject. We can get along very well with one 
law agent, but if the Senate think otherwise I am 
content. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator from California 
has often said that | do not vote for California. I 
will take this opportunity of voting as well as I 
ean for California, by retaining these two officers. 

Mr. GWIN. I find that the Senator generally 
votes against me. 

Mr. BUTLER. No, sir. 

Mr.GWIN. Always. 

Mr. BUTLER. If this gentleman, the law 
agent, is a good lawyer, and can retain the contro! 
of the principles involved while the assistant law 
agent goes through the records and hunts up the 
facts for him, I think it will be a very good con- 
junction. 

The amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. HUNTER. Did we reject the whole of the 
amendment? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WELLER. I have no objection to the latter 
branch of it which increases the compensation of 
the commissioners; but would it not now be in or- 
der to move to insert it? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
can attain his object by moving a reconsideration. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


| the vote by which that amendment was rejected. 


| torfrom Pennsylvania to show me any such clause. 














Mr. HALE. Ihaveexpressed my views upon 
this subject so frequently that it is ardly neces. 
sery for me now to repeat them, but I think I 
must be under the necessity of taking back some 
thing that I have heretofore said. When 1 was 
at home, during the last recess, I went, by invita. 
tion of a achool committee, into one of the primar 
schools of the town in which I live. A clags 7 
geography was called up, and I there learned fo, 
the first me, and I will take my oath of it, if re. 
quired, that this Exploring Expedition had digcoy. 
ered anew continent. Yes, sir; it was down in 
the geographies that another continent had beer 
discovered by Commodore Wilkes, of the United 
States Exploring Expedition. It actually wey, 
into the school books, and found its’ way into 
New England; and I think it will be news to ¢), 
Senate when they learn that this new continen; 
was actually discovered more than ten years geo 
‘I hope these books will be completed in a shor 
time, so that this information may be distribyteq 

I want to say, in regard to this matter, that | 
do not believe there is anything, except the high 
character of the Senator from Maryland, that re. 
deems the whole concern from universal contempt. 
I believe it is one of the greatest humbugs of the 
age, not excepting the saving of the Union tha: 
took place in 1850. It is even a greater humby 
than that. And, sir, if this actually be the ent 
of it; if it is to be the completion, the final com. 
pletion of it, I shall rejoice, and | shall be recon. 
ciled to going out of public life if this concern dies 
with me. I am willing to be sacrified to have thia 
concern stopped. (Laughter. ]} 

But I think there ought to be a provision put in 





Mr. WELLER. Then I move to reconsider | 


I think the salaries of the commissioners ought to 
be increased. 
The motion to reconsider was not agreed to. 


The next amendment was to insert: 

“For the purpose of purchasing or building a revenue | 
cutter to be propelled by steam, and employed on the Pa- 
cific coast, $75,000: Provided, That there shall be not 
more than one steam and one sail vessel employed for such 
purposes on that coast.’’ 

Mr. HUNTER. Thisis according to estimate. 
It was represented that in some states of the wind 
it would be impossible for the present cutter there 
to overtake the vessels which it may desire to 
overhaul, and for that purpose a steam-cutter is 
indispensable. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was to insert at the end 
of the appropriations for the Library of Congress, 
the following: 

‘* For the completion of the publication of the works of 
the Exploring Expedition, $25,u00.” 

Mr. BORLAND. I simply wish to call the at- | 
tention of the Senate to this appropriation for the 
publication of that interminable work, the Ex- | 
ploring Expedition. I think that at the last ses- | 
sion, it was understood that the appropriation then 
made was to be the last, and { thought that was 
the express understanding with which we made 
that wg te 

Mr. HUNTER. The chairman of the Com- 
mittee on the Library can explain this matter. 

Mr. PEARCE. The Senatorfrom Arkansas is | 
mistaken in his recollection of what took place at 
the last session of Congress. [ then stated dis- | the bill now, that the new exploring expedition 
tinctly that it would require two years, and $50,000 | which we have going out shall not take twent 
to finish the publication. We then appropriated | years to publish the result of their researches, We 
$25,000, and it is now proposed to appropriate || ee an exploring expedition now out, and one 
$25,000 more. In order that the Senate may be | going out, to say nothing about the Japan expe. 
satisfied that the object is in good faith for the | dition. [fut these expeditionsall together, and the 
completion of the work, we have said not in the | imagination falters when it attempts to grasp the 
usual form ‘‘ for the continuation,’ but ‘for the | time which it will take to give the benefit of their 
completion”’ of the work. When it is recollected | researches to the world. 
that the committee was charged by law with this What, sir, do you suppose that these exploring 
duty, I suppose no gentleman can object to giving expeditionsdo? These explorers take a great oys- 
them the means to do what it is their duty to do. ter-rake; they rake the bottom of the ocean, and 

Mr. BRODHEAD. Iknow very wellthat my | bring home bugs, shells, plants, and creeping 
friend from Maryland states that this is for the | things of all sorts, and then enlist the literary and 
completion of the publication; but if he will look | scientific recherche all over the country to pore them 
back in the appropriation bills for five or six years | over, and explain and analyze them to the public, 
past, I think he will find the same clause ‘‘ for the | and make picture-books. [Laughter.] That is 
completion of the publication of the works of the | your exploring expedition. I do not wish to say 
Exploring Expedition.”’ a word <i Sh to the Senator from Mary- 

Mr. PEARCE. [I will be obliged to the Sena- | land, and I beg him not to jump at me. Ko 
ter.] I do hope, however, that this is to be an 
end of this matter; and, sir, saving and excepting 
this new continent that has been discovered, and 
which is in the school books, if nowhere else, | 
think this expedition has been an entire failure. 

Mr. PEARCE. I beg leave to say, that high 
as the character of the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire is—and it is very high—it is not high enough 
to throw conternpt upon this work. It is a work 
that does honor to the science of the country. [i 
is recognized as such by scientific men every- 
where. The scientific reports which have been 
made have elicited the very highest encomiums 
from people of that description. I shall not re- 
peat them here, as have done in times past. The 
Senate, I think, understand the Senator from New 
Hampshire too weil to be affected by the droll re- 
marks which he has just now made. 

Mr. CLARKE, I would ask the Senator where 
copies of these works are to be found? 

Mr. PEARCE. There were some in the Libra- 
ry Of Congress, but I believe they were burned. 
If a large number have not been distributed, it is 
our own fault, By our own act we limited the 
number of the publication to a hundred copies. ! 
know that was a very improper thing, and I re- 
monstrated against it atthetime. Those that are 
distributed are to be found in the places to which 
they were assigned. The State of Rhode Island 
has one copy. Every State in the Union has one 


copy. 
Mr. CLARKE. Oneis enough for little Rhody. 
{Laughter. } 


I have always drawn them up myself, and I have 
never before put such a word in. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. I can show it; but per- 
haps it may have been inserted before the Senator 
| had a place in the Senate. In 1842, the Exploring 
| Expedition returned; it was four years out, and it 

has taken nearly ten years in the publication of 

the results of the expedition, at the rate of some 

$25,000 a year. I thought that, at the last session 
| of Congress, we served a notice on them to quit. | 
I presume it will be remembered that I brought to 
the notice of the Senate at the last session, the 
amount appropriated from year to year, from 1842 
to that time, and [ have a strong impression on 
my mind that the same clause was formerly put 
in our appropriation bills, as is now, maindly’ 
that the appropriation shall be ‘‘ for the comple- 
tion of the publication.” 

Mr. PEARCE. The Senator from Pennsylva- 
nia is undoubtedly mistaken in that; and let me 
remind him that it takes much less time to make 
a large collection of objects of natural history than 
it does to describe them. Field-naturalists, with 
very little acquirements, comparatively, can make 
collections, but it requires the very highest science 
to describe those collections; and even those who 
| have the highest scientific acquirements are re- | 

quired to consult rare and recherche books. There 
| is nothing remarkable in the progress of this work 
| taking ten years, becagge it is very well known to 
| those who have any Meoainnnes at all with the 
subject, that in the publication of the works of 
other exploring expeditions by other nations, a Mr. PEARCE. All the State capitols are sup- 
much longer time than ten years has been required. | plied with them. 
Some of the great works put out by the English, || Mr. BRADBURY. I should be very willing 
have taken twelve or fourteen years. All that to vote for the appropriation if there were some 


was explained by me very fully some years ago, || penalty annexed to a future application for more 
and I will net go over the ground again. money. 
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